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LET THEM FIGHT FOR 
BRITAIN ONLY! 


As Blair sends © 


Royal Marine 
Commandos 
into dangerous 
battles in 
Afghanistan, 


‘we say the 

lives of our f : 
crack troops “ef 
should not be 
risked except | 

in defence of 

vital British 
interests and 
British people 


See 


pages 
7&2. 


Mind Britain’s business! 


As we go to press, the newspapers are 
doing their best to whip up a wholly phoney 
‘patriotism’ so as to give justification to the 
deployment of some of Britain’s finest 
fighting troops in especially difficult oper- 
ations against Al Qaeda guerillas in Afghan- 
istan. More than 1,700 Royal Marine comm- 
andos are being sent in, at the request of the 
Americans, to support their own units in the 
anticipated coming battle. 

Of course, the Royal Marines are men of 
which we should be immensely proud; there 
are no better soldiers to be found anywhere 
in the world. They are indeed an élite among 
fighting men — not just of this country but 
worldwide. 

And it is precisely for this reason that we 
can least afford to lose them. As they were 
flown in, Defence Secretary Geoff Hoon 
warned that we must be ready to accept 
casualties; and that is a grim prospect. 

Not only are the kind of men comprising 
Marine commandos and SAS units the 
product of intensive training, at considerable 
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national expense, they are recruited from 
among the very best human material in the 
British population. A mere look at a photo of 
a group of them shows that they constitute 
the finest in the race, not only in discipline, 
courage and physical attributes but in the 
genes than run in them, handed down from 
the best of our ancestors. 

Perhaps the worst of all the tragedies 
attending the two World Wars of the 20th 
century was the genetic impoverishment of 
the belligerent white nations as a result of a 
death-toll never remotely justified by the 
issues over which the wars were fought. The 
whole Western World was racially enfeebled 
by these holocausts (real ones!), and many of 
its weaknesses of today can be attributed to 
those blood-lettings. 

If any benefit could be derived from all 
this, it lies in the lessons it should have 
provided for the future. If white men of the 
finest quality, whether British, American or 
otherwise, are going to have their lives risked 
again, it must be in defence of some very 
vital national — and racial — interests, and for 
no other reason. 

And this is the danger. What vital British, 
American or other national interest, where 
the western world is concerned, is at stake in 
the present war in Afghanistan? If it be 
answered that we all have an interest in the 
elimination of terrorism, we would reply: yes 
indeed! But before we sacrifice our best men 
in a fight against terrorism we should be sure 
that we are identifying its proper cause and 
its proper source. In previous issues we have 
spotlighted the extremely selective ‘anti- 
terrorist? stance of our Prime Minister 
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whereby he rails against Islamic terrorists 
but does next to nothing about black terror- 
ism against British people in Zimbabwe, aids 
and abets Israeli terrorism in Palestine and 
capitulates to Irish Republican terrorism at 
home. 

We believe that Islamic terrorism is 
primarily a response to the globalist policies 
of the United States whereby the Americans 
have taken it upon themselves to be the 
world’s policemen, and in particular to be 
the protectors, backers and arms-suppliers of 
Israel in that nation’s brutal war of supp- 
ression against the Palestinian people. If 
American support for Israel were’ to be with- 
drawn, the raison d’étre for Islamic terror- 
ism would be mostly removed and the 
chances of world peace vastly enhanced. 

As these events are unfolding in Afghan- 
istan, the US is now preparing for an armed 
strike against Iraq and, as with Afghanistan, 
the British Government looks like trotting 
along like an obedient poodle in its support. 
Right at this moment Tony Blair is desper- 
ately trying to ‘sell’ his reluctant cabinet and 
party on the idea that we must go along with 
the Americans in attacking Iraq. And why? 
Because, we are told, Saddam Hussein is an 
awfully bad man who has weapons of mass 
destruction and is therefore a menace to the 
peace of the world! 

This is baloney. 

Iraq has a population of a mere 20-25 
million. It isa Third World country with very 
little industry. Its only substantial resource is 
oil — which it needs to sell to the western 
world to survive. The very idea that it would 
use its weapons in an attack on the West 
belongs to cloud-cuckooland. Saddam Hussein 
would have to be an absolute maniac to 
embark on such a venture, and that he most 
certainly is not. 

Much more probable is that Saddam has 
stockpiled an arsenal of weapons for essen- 
tially defensive purposes — in anticipation of 
a US strike and as a deterrent against it. It 
may be that such weapons will one day be 
used offensively, but if so that could only be 
against Israel, never against the western 
powers, least of all the U.S.A. 

Whether Blair will go along with the 
Americans in an attack against Iraq is not yet 
known. He certainly wants to. Having never 
worn uniform himself, let alone seen a shot 
fired in anger, he loves strutting around acting 
the little warlord — though the perilously 
undermanned and under-equipped state of 
Britain’s forces scarcely justifies such a 
posture. 

But Blair is having big trouble per- 
suading New Labour — soaked as it is in the 
party’s traditions of pacifism — to go along 
with his sabre-rattling. He also seems to be 
getting nowhere in persuading his partners in 
Europe. So we may yet be saved from the 


insanity of getting yet more of the cream of 
our young manhood killed in no legitimate 
British quarrel. 


African nemesis 


Events go from bad to worse in the once- 
fair country formerly called Rhodesia and 
now going to ruin under the absurd name of 
‘Zimbabwe’. As these words are written, the 
murder of another white farmer, Terry Ford, 
has just been announced. Local tyrant Robert 
Mugabe has won another election, charac- 
terised by vote-rigging and intimidation of 
opponents. What is left of the national 
economy descends into ever-greater chaos. 

Meanwhile, white liberals here in Britain 
scratch their heads in agonised perplexity as 
they observe developments. What has happ- 
ened? How has it all gone wrong? Where 
have we failed? Their bewilderment would 
be comical if it were not against a back- 
ground of events so tragic. What has happ- 
ened is quite simple. Africa, liberated from 
the guiding hand of the White Man, is 
reverting to type. This has been going on for 
close on four decades, and the news from 
‘Zimbabwe’ merely constitutes a particularly 
glaring manifestation of it. Yet the Guardian- 
reading classes still do not get it. Their smug 
little dream world of ‘race-equality’ and ‘anti- 
colonialism’ lies in tatters. Yet none of it is 
their fault! 

An isolated hint of reality came from 
Peter Hitchens, writing in The Mail on 
Sunday (March 17th), when he said:- 


“The British establishment handed over 
Zimbabwe, bound and gagged, two 
decades ago. They knew what they were 
doing. They feebly pretended that indep- 
endence was better than British colonial 
rule; that the British Empire had been 
wicked and greedy. 

“Now, by our half-hearted and short-term 
interventions in the post-imperial world, 
we acknowledge our mistake. But does 
anyone actually admit that it was wrong 
to dismantle the empire? Not a chance.” 


What was especially pitiful was Tony 
Blair’s attempt at the recent Commonwealth 
conference to mobilise the attending nations 
against Mugabe’s Government and his failure 
to get more than one year’s suspension of 
Commonwealth membership. His argument 
was that Mugabe was violating the rules of 
‘democracy’ in his conduct of the recent 
election and that they should apply pressure 
to bring the dictator to heel. 

But why the hell should they care? They 
are mostly nations who do not see them- 
selves as having the slightest stake or interest 
in what happens in ‘Zimbabwe’. Democracy 
violated? So what! There is nothing in the 
political traditions or cultures of these nations 
to suggest they give a damn about democ- 
racy, let alone that they should trouble them- 


on the 


selves to get us British out of a mess that was 
our own creation in the first place. 

Mugabe had a point when he retorted: “It 
is not the right or the responsibility of the 
British to decide on our elections. We don’t 
decide on theirs, and why should they poke 
their pink noses in our business?” 

In fact, Mugabe’s stance was somewhat 
nearer the reality of the present situation in 
Africa than was that of our Prime Minister. 
By ditching Rhodesia years back, we for- 
feited our right to have any say in what 
happened there. Our attempted intervention 
in the name of ‘democracy’ was pathetic. 
Africans could see this, even if our polit- 
icians here in Britain could not. 

Certainly, we should have intervened; 
but our intervention should have had nothing 
to do with Mugabe’s alleged violations of 
‘democracy’. We should have intervened in 
protection of the white people of ‘Zimbabwe’, 
most of whom either hold British passports 
or are at least of British descent, and we 
should have stated honestly and forthrightly 
that this was our reason: that we were 
protecting our own kind and that politics had 
nothing to do with it. 

But if we were going to intervene at all 
we should have done so effectively by using 
the only language Mugabe and his kind 
understand; that of ruthless armed force. 
Instead of wasting our military manpower in 
places like Afghanistan and Iraq, where no 
British interests are threatened, we should be 
sending the Marines and other units into 
‘Zimbabwe’, not to safeguard ‘democracy’ 
there but to protect British people. It is still 
not too late to do this, but we fear that neither 
this Government nor any alternative Tory 
one would have the gumption. 

Terry Ford is the latest casualty of the 
folly and gutlessness of modern British polit- 
ical leaders and the opinion-formers who stand 
behind them. He is not likely to be the last. 


The Commonwealth: 
end it or mend it? 


Whatever may have happened at the 
referred-to Commonwealth meeting at which 
Tony Blair placed the ‘Zimbabwe’ crisis on 
the agenda, we should not draw the wrong 
conclusions from the results. 

As did Simon Heffer when, writing in the 
Daily Mail on March 2nd, he said:- 


“It would be good if the Commonwealth 
Heads of Government meeting in Aust- 
ralia today were the last. The Common- 
wealth is an absurd organisation, hi- 
jacked by Third World Marxists whose 
only interest in life is to bleed the richer 
countries (especially Britain) for funds. 
Its main purpose of spreading civilisation 
and democracy throughout the former 
British Empire has manifestly failed. For 
example, its toleration of ‘Butcher Bob’ 
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Mugabe, the dictator of Zimbabwe, is 
sickening. It is clearly time this long- 
running farce was ended.” 


Heffer was half-right but only half. Most 
certainly, the Commonwealth as it is today, 
with its purported goal of spreading civil- 
isation and democracy, is ridiculous. In those 
terms it always has been, and those who over 
forty years have maintained such a pretence 
have only been deluding themselves. 

But to lump all the Commonwealth 
together as if it were a single entity — good or 
bad according to a single criterion — is utterly 
wrong. The Commonwealth is in fact a very 
complex institution which cannot be judged 
according to such simplistic reasoning. 

On the one hand, there are the many 
former colonies and dependencies predom- 
inently, where not exclusively, populated by 
non-Whites which today form part of the 
Third World, with its perpetual poverty, its 
quasi-Marxism and its parasite role vis-a-vis 
Britain and the West. 

On the other hand, there are the modern, 
advanced nations like Australia, New Zealand 
and Canada, where the populations are over- 
whelmingly white and European, and still to 


a very large extent of British descent, espec- ; 


a] 


ially in Australia and New Zealand where, | 
despite recent immigration, Anglo-Celts are : 


still a majority. 

Australia and Canada are vast in territ- 
orial size and natural resources. They can 
supply most of the minerals and energy 
products which Britain needs to import. 
They have ample room for Britain’s surplus 
population (white, that is) and by systemat- 
ically organised emigration, as took place to 
Australia after World War II, this could 
enable us to restore a high birthrate in this 
country without the danger of overcrowding. 

This portion of the Commonwealth could 
provide us with the enlarged economic area 
that is so often being touted by the Euro 
lobby as a reason for Britain having to 
surrender her sovereignty to the EU. 

Of course, it would need the consent and 
co-operation of the countries in question for 
a renewal of the old partnership with Britain 
to be established. But have any governments 
in modern times seriously tried to obtain this? 

If a future British Government did try, it 
might fail. But we will never know whether 
we are doomed to fail unless we try. And if 
we devoted to the task the same patience and 
effort that governments have displayed over 
the past four decades to make Europe a 
single entity, with Britain ‘in the heart’ of it — 
all to no avail, we might be surprised at what 
could be achieved. 

So, contrary to what Mr. Heffer main- 
tains, we should not ‘end’ the Common- 
wealth; we should just ditch its most useless 
parts, and then try to weld the remainder into 
a real force in the world — to be used for the 
mutual benefit of its white peoples. 
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THE FELLOW(?) pictured here is Brian Paddick. 
And who is he? Well, he holds the rank of 
Commander in the Metropolitan Police and 
until recently was the senior officer in the 
Met’s Lambeth Division — which includes the 
Brixton area, notorious for crack-dealing, 


shootings and race riots. 

Paddick came to prominence earlier this 
year when it was revealed that he was 
Britain’s highest-ranking ‘gay’ policeman. 

But there was more to him than that. The 
Commander ran his own website by which he 
sent messages to interested people all over the 
world concerning his likes and dislikes. One 
such message was that he found anarchy 
‘attractive’. 

Commander Paddick also courted some 
controversy when it became known that he 
had banned the use of sniffer-dogs on his 
patch. Despite the important role of the dogs 
in detecting the drugs that are rife in the area, 
the Commander decided not to use them 
because, according to his informants in the 
_ Afro-Caribbean community, some of their kins- 
folk were offended by their presence since 
they believed them to have connotations with 
the slave trade. 

All this went on right under the nose of Sir 
John Stevens, Commissioner of the Met and 
top cop in London, and yet Stevens did 
nothing. In a report on Paddick in The Mail on 
Sunday on March 17th it was stated that he 
believed he was untouchable because he was 
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‘gay’, that, according to his ex-lover, he was 
“making michief because he knew that, in 
these politically correct times, his bosses 
would not dare to sack their most visible gay 
officer.” 

This appears to have been pretty close to 
the truth — at least for a long while. 

But it now looks as if Commander Paddick 
went a bit too far — that and the fact that the 
public outrage caused by his exposure put 
heavy pressure on Commissioner Stevens to 
act. 

Things came to a head when Paddick 
returned from a trip abroad, during which he 
had taken part in the ‘gay’ mardi gras in 
Sydney, Australia. He came home to find he 
was in trouble because the former boyfriend, 
James Renolleau, with whom he had had a tiff, _ 
had revealed that he (Rennoleau) had smoked 
cannabis in the flat he shared with Paddick and 
that Paddick also had imbibed — more than 
100 times! 

Paddick was carpeted and, pending an 
enquiry, he has been moved to other duties. 

No, this is not a story from out of Peter 
Simple’s satire column. This is actually what 
has happened in the Britain of the early 21st 
century while the country has been sinking 
beneath a seemingly uncontrollable avalanche 
of crime. It has happened because the chief 
cop of our capital city allowed it to happen — 
before his hand was forced by media expo- 
sure. As they say, you couldn’t make it up! 


For years Israeli governments and their 
lobbyists have been in the habit of silencing 
any critics with the charge of anti-Semitism 
and, even in extreme circumstances, of 
being indifferent to the Holocaust. 

In the old days when there was a wider 
degree of support for Israel than there is now 
and when, in particular, Israel could con- 
vincingly portray herself as the underdog in 
the Middle East, the Israeli propagandists 
might have been able to get away with it. 

. But as the years passed and Israel proved 
itself an aggressive and expansionist state, 
the anti-Semitism charge began to seem 
increasingly thin, in particular when Israel 
invaded Lebanon in 1978, recklessly bomb- 
ing civilians and overseeing the slaughter of 
hundreds of refugees in their camps, the 
traditional response to criticism seemed not 
only pointless but positively slanderous. yet 
today, when the Prime Minister of Israel is 
the very man held responsible for those 
massacres 20 years ago, there is still a 
campaign to keep the anti-Semitism flag 
flying and brand critics of Israel as racists. 
RICHARD INGRAMS 
The Observer (3.3.02) 


But the whole point of public service 
broadcasting is that it does not compete in 
the market place, and is not driven by ratings. 
Moreover, quality does not repel — it attracts. 

People switch off from political coverage 
for the same reason they are turned off by 
politics itself. 

It’s not that they don’t care about the 
issues. They care passionately. What they 
can’t stand is the sterile point-scoring, the 
avoidance of serious argument and the imp- 
ression that interviewers and politicians are 
part of a cosy metropolitan conspiracy of 
attitudes that makes viewers feel they are 
living in a completely alien universe. 

MELANIE PHILLIPS 
Daily Mail (4.3.02) 


There is nothing surprising about Mr. 
Mugabe’s victory. What is surprising is that 
he bothers about elections at all. There must 
be easier ways of holding on to power than 
stuffing ballot boxes with fake papers and 
losing them or setting them on fire, and 
generally rigging the result. 

And for all the shock, horror and distress 
among western liberal thinkers, there is 
nothing surprising about the African coun- 
tries’ support for him. The quarrel in Zim- 
babwe, as in all of Africa, is between the 
white man and the black man. The black 
man, as Mugabe knows and the white 
thinker denies, would like to get rid of the 
white man and all the white man’s laws and 
institutions that linger on so confusingly 


The things they‘re saying 


from colonial times and irritate Mugabe and 
his fellow potentates by getting in the way. 
There is an obvious remedy. Let the black 
man get rid of the white man’s democratic 
elections, his parliaments and woolsacks 
and judges’ wigs, his military uniforms, his 
weapons and other ingenious devices, his 
science and technology, his money and 
financial arrangements, his motor cars and 
aircraft, his computers, radio and television, 
not to speak of his hospitals and medical 
services. 
PETER SIMPLE 
Daily Telegraph (15.3.02) 


The government is in the most dangerous 
of all positions: its fawning willingness to 
prove that it is now the party of big business 
is matched only by a total failure to under- 
stand how business works. Without comm- 
ercial experience, Blair and his ministers 
regard the companies they court with a kind 
of superstitious awe: ‘partnership’, irrespec- 
tive of terms, will summon up some econ- 
omic magic which turns base motives into 
gold. And these are the people who now call 
themselves the party of economic compet- 
ence. 

GEORGE MONBIOT 
The Spectator (9.3.02) 


Note the ruling last week by the Court of 
Appeal that in 1997 the BBC “unlawfully 
censored” a party political broadcast for 
ProLife, the anti-abortion group... 

More interesting than the ruling is the 
subsequent silence. Imagine the outcry if the 
BBC had censored — as if it ever would — 
some political statement which graphically 
condemned, say, apartheid, rape, homo- 
phobia, sexual harassment or racism on the 
grounds that its imagery offended against 
“good taste and decency”... 

The general failure to condemn what the 
court has adjudged to have been an act of 
censorship is simply a classic example of 
selective libertarianism, the elastic creed by 
which the automatic right to freedom of 
speech diminishes the further away one 
stands from the liberal agenda. 

KEVIN MYERS 
Sunday Telegraph (17.3.02) 


I’ve just been sent a 72-page glossy 
‘community awareness’ booklet given to all 
Thames Valley police officers, which must 
have cost the salaries of a few coppers. 

It is a classic example of the police 
“reaching out” to the “community”, which is 
exemplified by Commander Paddick, the 
very model of a modern Macpherson- 
friendly policeman. 

The trouble is that the “community” to 
whom they “reach out” tends to be the 


section of the “community” which commits 
most crime — the mugging community, the 
drugs community, the petrol bomb-throwing 
community, the cottaging community. 

They never seem to consult the wider 
community — the home-owning community, 
the car-driving community, the tax-paying 
community — over what kind of law-enforce- 
ment we would like. 

RICHARD LITTLEJOHN 
The Sun (22.2.02) 


Matthew d’Ancona writes that a senior 
member of the Bush administration has told 
him that in the war against terrorism Britain 
can either participate or watch (Comment, 
March 10). Since the next phase of this war 
(if such we must call it) is likely to be an 
attack on Iraq, which has not yet attacked 
any vital British interest, Britain’s well- 
being would seem to be best served by 
watching, warily, rather than trotting, span- 
iel-like, after the Americans. 

The ‘watch’ option was that preferred by 
the US in 1939, and although eventually 
forced into the Second World War in 1941, 
the two years of watching had enabled them 
to effect a very considerable transfer of 
wealth and power from the UK to them- 
selves. We should not be too proud to learn 
from them. 

GORDON McNEILL 
Letter in Sunday Telegraph (17.3.02) 


Indeed, it is old-fashioned war propa- 
ganda to proclaim that the outrage of Sept- 
ember 11 signified an attack on freedom and 
democracy, let alone on ‘civilisation’. No, it 
was simply an appalling attack on America, 
accurately targeted at symbols of her comm- 
ercial, political and military might. 

It was America that took the hit, and this 
is her war... It is therefore open to question 
why European nations should have been so 
willing to rally round the US... 

CORRELLI BARNETT 
Daily Mail (9.3.02) 


The Rolling Stones have declined — 
politely, we are told — an invitation to play at 
the Queen’s Golden Jubilee rock concert. 

It beats me why the Queen thinks this 
concert is a good idea. Rock music stands 
for self-indulgence, swearing, self-pity, 
drug-taking, never growing up and choking 
on your own vomit after an overdose. 

It is the enemy of everything that 
monarchy means. Rock fans will not like the 
Crown any better because Buckingham 
Palace sucks up to them in silly commer- 
cials featuring Rowan Atkinson. They will 
just despise it all the more. 

PETER HITCHENS 
The Mail on Sunday (3.3.02) 
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OPEN LETTER TO 
A CONSERVATIVE 


Dear Fellow Briton, 


I am addressing you as above because this 
letter is intended for Conservatives among 
the indigenous British population, not 
members of the ethnic minorities who, for 
whatever reasons of their own, support the 
Tory Party. It is written for the important 
reason that in the ranks of those who 
presently regard themselves as Conservat- 
ives are to be found many of the people who 
are going to be needed to reverse the disas- 
trous drift in British affairs over the past 
half-century and set our nation back on the 
path to recovery of its strength, its freedom 
and its honour. 

This is very far from saying that that 
recovery is going to be achieved by, or 
through, the Conservative Party; there is not 
the slightest possibility that this will happen. 
Nor is it to say that only from the ranks of 
present-day Conservatives will those able to 
restore Britain be found; there is a huge 
wealth of residual patriotism among people 
who have traditionally voted Labour but are 
utterly sick of the betrayals, surrenders, sell- 
outs and incompetence of the present Labour 
Government. They too must be part of the 
national renewal process when they can be 
weaned away from their old party loyalties. 

The purpose here is to examine the 
common ground between us, and also to 
examine the differences — and when I say 
‘us’ I mean in my own case those within the 
political spectrum who prefer to be known as 
nationalists, in particular the nationalists of 
the British National Party. 
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JOHN TYNDALL examines common Ideals, and 
differences, between Tories and nationalists 


We regard ourselves as_ nationalists 
because we believe in the primacy of the 
nation-state, because we stand for the main- 
tenance of national freedom and indepen- 
dence and national identity. These are all 
things which not so very long ago were 


First part ofa 


two-part feature 


accepted by Conservatives as basic to their 
political faith. I suspect that most Conserv- 
atives even today would agree to that accep- 
tance, although among the party’s hierarchy 
there are some who would dispute it. Here 
Tories like to contrast what they see as their 
national and patriotic world-view with the 
internationalist world-view of the left, with 
its downgrading — not to say demonising — of 
patriotism and its embrace of ‘world order’. 
Tories are fond of identifying themselves 
with the national flag — in contrast to the 
left’s repudiation of it, and the symbolism is 
emphasised at the party conferences, where 
their own party displays the Union Jack in 
profusion whereas at Labour or Liberal Dem- 
ocrat conferences it is dismissed as being 
‘racist’, ‘fascist’ or ‘imperialist’. 

But we must look at these concepts of 
national independence and national identity 


more closely. If we join forces in paying lip 
service to them, it has to be acknowledged 
that the Conservative leadership over the 
past half-century has done little more than 
that. From the 1960s onwards it has 
embraced the Common Market, later to 
become the European Community and then 
the European Union. This was ‘sold’ to the 
Tory rank and file as being a purely econ- 
omic arrangement and something that would 
not extend to political union and the loss of 
sovereignty. Nationalists warned from the 
very beginning that this was a false promise, 
and that political union was part of the 
agenda, albeit a hidden part. All but a very 
few Tories disbelieved us at the time but we 
were proved right. Now mainstream Conser- 
vatism recognises that political union is the 
intended policy of the Euro Lobby and it 
rejects it. Tories are now saying: “So far and 
no further,” but the fact is that great numbers 
of them, including the leadership, accepted 
with only muted protest the various previous 
stages of European integration, so that we 
can surely be forgiven for doubting that they 
will resist what is yet to come. A distin- 
guishing mark of Conservatives in the post- 
1945 period has been their singular lack of 


TORY BETRAYAL 
1973: Then Premier Edward Heath signs 
up to membership of Europe. 


the will to conserve! 

But repudiating full-scale European Union 
—a United States of Europe — does not add up 
to a policy of maintaining national freedom 
and independence; it only means indepen- 
dence in a particular context. It always 
baffles me how so many Conservatives 
manage to reconcile their opposition to Euro- 
pean Union on grounds of the need to main- 
tain national independence while they quite 
cheerfully support our post-war relationship 
with America — a relationship which, while 
officially existing in the name of an 
‘alliance’, effectively demotes us to the 
status of a US satellite. One of your own, 
Enoch Powell, summed it up a few years ago 
when he said that the cardinal rule of British 
foreign policy since World War II has been 
to find out what the Americans want us to do, 
and then to do it. Can you possibly deny that 
this aptly describes the so-called ‘Special 
Relationship’, which is no more than a relat- 
ionship between master and servant? Defend 
this as a sound and correct policy if you will, 
but do not try to claim that it is one compat- 
ible with national independence or national 
sovereignty. If you believe in these latter 
things, you must believe that Britain must 
have a foreign policy of her own, not one that 
serves as a mere proxy for American foreign 
policy. 


The ‘anti-American’ label 

The issue is confused — I would suggest 
deliberately — by the introduction of the 
pejorative term ‘anti-American’, meaning 
any viewpoint not amenable to US global 
domination. The left is seen as ‘anti- 
American’, and Conservatives are therefore 
anxious to avoid that stigma. Many conven- 
tional Continental European attitudes, partic- 
ularly in the case of France, are conveniently 
pigeon-holed as ‘anti-American’ merely 
because they are based on the view that 
European nations should make decisions 
according to the requirements of their own 
interests rather than automatically following 
the American line. Right now, the powerful 
Atlanticist lobby is designating as ‘anti- 
American’ the strong resistance in Europe, 
including Britain, to the proposition that we 
should become involved in President Bush’s 
intended military strike at Iraq. Yet all 
common sense dictates that we should avoid 
that entanglement. 

I, for one, certainly am not ‘anti- 
American’. I have visited the United States 
on two occasions, travelled over a large part 
of it and find much more to like about the 
country than to dislike, much more to admire 
than to disdain. Yet I have always been 
revolted by British politicians’ subservience 
to America — just as self-respecting and 
patriotic Americans are revolted by their 
own politicians’ subservience to Israel and 
its US lobby. Where we are concerned, it is 
not a question of being ‘anti-American but of 
being pro-British. National independence 


and sovereignty must mean what they say: 
they must apply to our relations not just with 
Europe but with everyone else. By this test, 
Conservative policy in the second half of the 
20th century has been antipathetic to national 
independence and sovereignty, and this is 
why we as nationalists have never been able 
to support it. 

If you agree with me that acceptance of 
the primacy of the nation-state is an essential 
pillar of Conservatism, you must acknow- 
ledge that that is a pillar which the modern 
Tory Party has disgracefully abandoned — by 
its blind embrace of the ‘Special Relation- 
ship’ with the USA as much as by its signing 
up to European Union. 


National identity 


From the question of national freedom, 
independence and sovereignty, let us now 
turn to the inextricably related one of 
national identity — inextricably because no 
policy aimed at preserving national freedom, 
independence and sovereignty makes the 
slightest sense without the ‘national’ prefix 
in the first place. There has to be a nation 
which we wish to be free, independent and 
sovereign. And that nation must start by 
having some firm definition. What is it? 
What does it represent? Of what people, 
institutions, customs, traditions and culture 
is it formed? If it constitutes merely a geo- 
graphical area, a government, a flag, a set of 
laws, what particular logic is there in setting 
it off as distinct from other nations, which 
may inhabit at least equally desirable geo- 
graphical areas and may have better govern- 
ments and more sensible laws? National 
identity must precede questions of national 
freedom, independence and sovereignty; the 
latter are meaningless without it. 

So far, a great many Conservatives — 
perhaps the majority — will probably agree. 
But if national identity precedes national 
independence, etc., what precedes national 
identity? What, in fact, gives birth to national 
identity? What makes a nation? 

Our ancestors not so many generations 
removed had no problem with this question. 
The Oxford Dictionary published in 1924 
defined a nation as: “A people or race distin- 
guished by community of descent, language, 
history or political institutions.” Chambers ’s 
Twentieth Century Dictionary published in 
1933 said it was: “A body of people born of 
the same stock; the people inhabiting the 
same country, or under the same govern- 
ment; a race.” While in both these cases the 
word ‘race’ does not exclusively define 
nationhood, it is clearly seen as central to it. 
References to “the same country” or “the 
same government” are obviously intended to 
cover exceptional cases like Belgium, Switz- 
erland or the United States, in which nations 
could be said to comprise people of not 
entirely identical ethnic background but 
nevertheless, in those times at least, belong- 
ing to the same broader racial and cultural 


family. 

In any event, however far we may go 
towards accepting that community of 
territory, history or political institutions may 
also define nationhood as well as does race, a 
moment’s consideration will tell us that 
history and political institutions, at least, are 
the product of the people who have shaped 
them — that is to say primarily of race. If it 
were otherwise, why would Europeans and 
White Americans have given birth to polit- 
ical institutions so similar, and why would 
Orientals and Africans have given birth to 
institutions so different? Why would Euro- 
peans and White Americans have exper- 
ienced histories of mammoth achievement, 
while Orientals experienced histories of 
much lesser achievement and Africans 
virtually no histories at all? Clearly, in the 
minds of these earlier publishers of diction- 
aries race, descent, stock, political institut- 
ions, government and history were inter- 
linked factors in the establishment of 
national identity; the mere presence of 
people “in the same country” without these 
other vital ingredients could never conceiv- 
ably have gone to make a ‘nation’. 


Former Tories recognised race 


Now here is the rub. Not only was this the 
standard intellectual orthodoxy of the 1920s 
and 1930s, it was the view held by the over- 
whelming majority of Conservatives — and 
indeed a great many Socialists and Liberals. 
So what has changed to make it a heresy not 
only among Socialists and Liberals today but 
among Conservatives too? Have the funda- 
mental laws of human biology changed, 
making racial differences that were obvious 
and manifest to previous generations no 
longer existent today? Not a bit of it! All that 
has changed is intellectual fashion — and in 
consequence political fashion. We should 
know liberals to be people who are prepared 
to change as fashion changes because they 
are essentially weak people who do not have 
the courage of their convictions and wish for 
ever to go ‘with the flow’. But Conservatives 
are supposed to be people of different mettle. 
It should be a rule with Conservatives that, 
the realm of technology apart, what is right 
in one era and for one generation cannot be 
wrong for future eras and generations; that is 
the essence of Conservatism. 

So why do Conservatives today accept — 
or at least not openly and actively oppose — 
ideas that previous generations of Conserv- 
atives knew to be palpable nonsense? There 
can only be one reason. The classes from 
which Conservatism draws most of its 
support have today been so softened up by 
security and comfort, and so mentally 
numbed by today’s trashy popular ‘culture’, 
with television in the forefront, that all too 
many of them are unprepared to make the 
mental effort needed to understand that they 
are being lied to, and then summon the will 

Contd. overleaf 
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OPEN LETTER TO 


A CONSERVATIVE 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


and the character to oppose the lies. 

If you are prepared to be classed as one of 
these people, there is no point in your 
reading this letter any further. There is 
nothing I have to say to you for which you 
have ears. 

But if you aspire to rise above this 
herd-like mentality and form some firm 
views based on a coherent political faith — 
whether you prefer to call it Conservatism, 
Nationalism or something else — I hope that 
you will think carefully about what I am 
saying and think through your political 
options. 

To return to a logical definition of nation- 
hood, it should be obvious that it must be 
first and foremost an ethnic, a racial, one — 
for it is the race of people which, as I have 
affirmed, creates the institutions, the culture 
and the history, and develops the land or 
territory, which together are taken to identify 
a nation. If that basis for nationhood is 
destroyed, there no longer is any nation to 
which to be patriotic or loyal, and whose 
freedom and independence are worth defen- 
ding. 

This is what makes such a total nonsense 
of the political outlook of those who milit- 
antly oppose European Union in the name of 
national freedom and independence, yet 
repudiate the racial factor without which 
‘national’ anything has no logic. 

Put in the crudest terms, those — including 
Conservatives — who wish to do something 
to defend the nation-state must embrace 
race, and in doing so be prepared to be called 
‘racists’. It isn’t really such a terrible 
prospect — once one has recognised that 
‘racism’ does not require hatred of other 
races, only devotion to one’s own. 

I would suggest to you, dear fellow 
Briton, that not only does this involve the 
crossing of a certain intellectual barrier but, 
even more so, it involves the crossing of a 
barrier of fear — but one infinitely less 
intimidating than it might seem before one 
starts to make the effort. 


Economics: the classical 


Conservative view 

I spoke earlier of the widespread view 
among Conservatives that the Common 
Market (as it was when the issue first arose) 
would never be more than an economic 
arrangement; but even this should have been 
rejected by those who were truly faithful to 
the Conservative tradition. A truly Conserv- 
ative view of economics — as distinct from 
the Liberal one which grew apart from it with 
the development of 18th and 19th century 
industrialism — is that the economy should be 
national, that it should be the duty of govern- 
ment to preserve national economic resour- 
ces and safeguard national economic sover- 
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SIR ROBERT PEEL 
Until he repealed the Corn Laws in 1846, 
protection was traditional Conservative 
policy 


eignty by ensuring that the conditions 
necessary for economic prosperity should be, 
as far as possible, within national regulation. 
Of course, in practice one Conservative 
Government after another since that of Sir 
Robert Peel in 1846 has compromised on 
this principle in favour of short-term econ- 
omic expediency; but it has remained 
generally true that Conservatives, much 
more than Liberals and more latterly Labour, 
have favoured a paternalistic view of econ- 
omy in which government makes decisions 
in defence of the national economic interest. 

Conservatives should have known, at the 
very outset of the negotiations that led to 
Britain entering the European Community in 
1973, that an international economic area 
incorporating most of the nations of [then 
Western] Europe, in which there would be a 
progression towards free trade between 
members and tariffs against non-members, 
would run contrary to this intrinsic Conserv- 
ative tradition. Vast swathes of British 
industry and agriculture stood to be 
destroyed by European competition within 
the home market — as has happened. In the 
meantime, the highly successful partnership 
between the largely complementary econ- 
omies of Britain and her White Dominions 
would be broken up as the latter, discrim- 
inated against by tariffs in the British market, 
would turn away and form new trade 
partnerships elsewhere. The psychological 
consequences of this would be as damaging 
as the material ones, as the bonds of common 
national and racial sentiment between these 
countries of mainly British pedigree would 
be increasingly eroded. A further Conserv- 
ative tradition, that of the maintenance of the 
British Empire and Commonwealth, would 
be sacrificed. 


Nationalists proved right 
Nationalists like this writer were busy 

attempting to point out these truths to 

Conservatives as far back as the 1950s, when 


the siren voices of the ‘Euro’ lobby started to 
make themselves heard in the Tory Party, 
with career politicians like Harold Mac- 
millan and Edward Heath in the forefront of 
the clamour. We were, as with so many 
issues over which we have argued with 
Conservatives, proved right. Both British 
industry and agriculture are immeasurably 
the weaker for our joining the Common 
Market which turned into the European 
Union. We have not gained markets abroad 
in Europe which come anywhere near 
compensating for the loss of markets at 
home. Our alienation of the former Domin- 
ions has stripped us of allies and friends 
which could have served as immense sources 
of economic and political strength. With the 
dismantling of the former Empire — part of 
which was necessary and right — we have 
thrown out the baby with the bath water. 

Yet contrary to all the record and all fact, 
mainstream Conservatism is still hypnotised 
by the idea of the ‘free market’, the concept 
of unfettered international trade and move- 
ments of capital which, according to theory, 
should lead to greater efficiency and prosper- 
ity but which, in actual practice, has gutted 
British manufacturing, wasted our farms and 
our countryside and all but totally ruined our 
fishermen. 

But the roots of economic globalisation 
are in fact Liberal, not Conservative. We 
nationalists, in our advocacy of economic as 
well as other forms of nationalism, are much 
closer to the roots of real Conservative 
thinking than is the present Tory Party. 

Can our ideas work? All that can be stated 
at this stage of the argument is that those 
policies carried out by Conservative govern- 
ments of the past half-century manifestly 
have not worked. Have we anything very 
much to lose by abandoning them? And 
might we not have a great deal to gain when 
it is considered that some of the world’s 
most powerful economies, such as those of 
the United States, former Imperial (and later 
National Socialist) Germany and modern- 
day Japan, rose to their great strength 
through the practice of national and protect- 
ive, rather than international and free-trade, 
policies of economic development? 

After all this, you may argue with me that 
nationalism is not the solution to our 
problems and that race is wrong; that we 
need a ‘world order’ in which all people — 
everyone on the planet — are equal, both in 
their inherent capabilities and in their rights; 
that both the European Union and the US-led 
Western Alliance are thoroughly desirable 
institutions of which Britain should be part. 

Fair enough. You are entitled to your view. 
But what you are not entitled to do is 
represent it as a Conservative view. On the 
contrary, it is a left-liberal view; and if the 
Tory Party embraces it that party is sailing 
under false colours. 


To be continued next month 


| SUPPOSE that one can tell that desper- 
ation is in the air when liberal journalists 
produce written copy that is even more 
blatantly erroneous and distorted than 
usual. A fine example was recently pro- 
vided by Tim Adams, writing in The Obser- 
ver of 24th February. The article in question, 
on David Irving, entitled ‘Memories are 
made of this’, was so ‘anti’ as to verge on 
the farcical. This supposedly intelligent 
Observer journalist began inauspiciously by 
confusing a chat-room with a website, for 
Adams writes that:- 

“... his website, a distinctly odd chat-room 

in which, typically, he converses entirely 

with his private obsessions, the unappeal- 

ing voices in his head. 

“He had, he suggested, the previous night, 

been at work until 2.31am, ‘as usual’, 

pausing only at two ‘to pray quietly for the 
souls of the hundred thousand /s/c/ inno- 
cents we British burned alive at this 

moment in Dresden, 57 years ago.’ ...” 

Apparently, Adams gets a kick out of 
attempting to make normal and decent 
sentiments seem abnormal and crazy. It’s 
only an online diary, Tim, not evidence of 
psychosis! 

Even the fact that Irving’s website is 
“curiously lavish” is held against him. Per- 
haps Timothy should stick to exploring the 
tedious websites of various British Govern- 
ment departments, with their broken links 
and — areal blessing — ‘mug- shots’ of 
ministers which fail to load! Naturally, David 
Irving is accused of having an “unhealthy 
obssession” with the Third Reich. This is a 
bit rich when one considers the deluge of 
World War II material provided by both 
Channels Four and Five, not to mention the 
History Channel, or, as it’s better known to 
afficionados, the Hitler Channel. 

But seriously though, while High Court 
judges and Observer journalists mutter on 
about ‘anti-Semitism’ and ‘right-wing 
extremism’, Irving actually begins his bio- 
graphy of Joseph Goebbels with the words: 
“Writing this biography, | have lived in the 
evil shadow of Dr. Joseph Goebbels for 
over six years.” We have got to the ludi- 
crous stage when maintaining a balanced, 
neutral view of wartime events -— like Harry 
Elmer Barnes or Liddell Hart did in earlier 
years — becomes evidence of ‘fanatical 
extremism’ or even ‘neo-Nazism’. 


HISTORY NON-PARTISAN 


Another of the proper breed of historian, 
John Toland, put it well when he said that: 
“| have tried to approach history as a non- 
partisan, ignoring nationality and ideology, 
and to portray the horrors of war through 
the sufferings of ordinary people as well as 
in the imaginations of the mighty. Through- 
out it all, | have tried to present living his- 
tory, human history, with subjective object- 
ivity, in my obsessive search for reality.” 

The anger of people like Adams seems 
to be most agitated by David Irving’s att- 
empts to ‘humanise’ Hitler. Well, it might 
be truer to say that he uses documentation 
and interviews to produce a rounded 
picture. By the same token, does it ‘dehum- 
anise’ Churchill to learn that he contem- 
plated drenching Europe with poison gas 
and anthrax, and thought of “doing a 


What are they 


Dresden” on the eternal city of Rome? 
Does it ‘dehumanise’ Churchill to discover 
that he introduced industrial conscription of 
women, with all of its concomitant ill- © 
effects on family life, while Hitler did his 
best to protect German women from the 
worst side-effects of Total War? 


Pathetic smear attempts are made, 


IAN BUCKLEY looks at the 
hysteria with which 
establishment writers 
react to those who 
question ‘orthodox’ history 


alleging that Irving got some money for his 
legal fighting fund from a Saudi prince and 
a U-boat captain. But isn’t it more apposite 
to recall that the Lipstadt camp in Irving’s 
libel case was backed to the tune of £2 
million by millionaire Miles Lieberman, 
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DAVID IRVING 
The Establishment has classified him as 
‘dangerous’ merely because he is a seeker 
after truth 


formerly one of the advisors who told 
Ronald Reagan -— the former ‘Acting 
President’ of the US — what to think? 
Equally interesting is the fact that some 
members of the Jewish Board of Deputies 
advised against such a high-profile contest, 
thinking that the publicity could do them far 


more harm than good. 

If Lipstadt and Co. really are the defend- 
ers of truth, why do they view Irving as 
‘dangerous’? The truth needs no defence, 
but lies do! 

What are they so afraid of? That’s the 
crucial question that everyone should ask 
about the whole Lipstadt-Irving libel trial. 
We ought to remember too that Irving 
would have been handsomely rewarded 
had he toed the establishment line. 
Undoubtedly he’d have joined Alan Bullock, 
Hugh Trevor-Roper and Robert Skidelsky in 
the House of Lords if he’d kept his mouth 
shut. As it is, the High Court has declared 
Irving bankrupt. In the interests of dogma, 
it seems that any effective rebellious voice 
must be not just defeated, but crushed. 


CASTING DOUBT ON CERTAINTIES 


Tim Adams goes to on say near the end 
of his article: “In trying to cast doubt on the 
biggest certainties of the Final Solution — 
that it was a wilful industrial programme of 
genocide, dictated by Hitler; that around 
six million died; that there were working 
gas chambers at Auschwitz - Irving had 
apparently set out to make everything else 
seem open to question, and Hitler to appear 
like an ordinary walking, talking human, 
‘only’ as evil as Churchill, as evil as Roose- 
velt, as evil as Truman.” 

But others besides Irving have cast 
doubt on these ‘biggest certainties’, 
notably Israeli expert Professor Yehuda 
Bauer, who declared in 1989 that: “The 
larger figures have been dismissed for 
years, except that it hasn’t reached the 
public yet.” Naturally, Adams doesn’t 
mention the curious fact that allegations of 
a ‘Six-Million Holocaust’ were also made 
immediately following World War | in 1919. 

My own copy of The History of the 
Second World War, published in 1966 and 
edited by Basil Liddell Hart, uses the word 
‘Holocaust’ only to describe the destruc- 
tion by atomic bombing of Hiroshima and 
Nagasaki. In nearly 500 large-format pages 
there are no other references whatever to a 
‘Holocaust’, so it’s only fair to assume that 
Liddell Hart must also have been ‘anti-Sem- 
itic’, a ‘racist’ and a ‘neo-Nazi’! 

Here we verge on the ridiculous. A mass 
lunacy has descended upon us, with few 
people willing to expose the charade. This 
applies to many other fields besides that of 
the history of World War Il. If we could 
only break that illusion, there could be a 
start to the reversal of the sorry decline and 
collapse of our nation. Tell everyone that 
the Emperor really has no clothes! 


Page 9 


The following article was first published in 
American Renaissance magazine, available 
from PO Box 527, Oakton, VA 22124, 
U.S.A., to which we owe acknowledgments. 


DURING the past several years, while 
working on a book about white nationalist 
William Pierce, I became acquainted with 
a number of white couples who are rear- 
ing their children in a racially conscious 
manner. I have noticed a pattern in the 
way these parents bring up children, and I 
believe their approach would interest those 
who align themselves with the views 
expressed in American Renaissance. 

What links these parents is a conviction 
that they are bringing up their children in 
hostile territory. As they see it, their kind 
has been hammered relentlessly in the 
culture wars waged against Whites in this 
country for decades. Their heritage — 
Western history and traditions — has been 
denigrated, their race linked to oppression 
and racism, and their racial consciousness, 
pride, and commitment demonised. The 
shallowness and egoism of modern life run 
counter to their values of dignity, discipline, 
and responsibility. 

These parents are right to worry. For 
example, just after interviewing a racially 
conscious couple who spoke of their concern 
about the influence of popular music and the 
youth culture, I found an article in Talk 
magazine about rap music impresario, Dr. 
Dre (real name, Andre Young). “Dre,” the 
article reported, “watched from the stage of 
a concert as Blacks and Whites chanted the 
lyrics in a single voice and moved to the 
music as one. He has seen the races become 
a single happy entity as surely as if they had 
been on turntables and run through a mixer. 
The music is what blends the races together 
as decades of preaching never did.” 

Rap music does bring black outlooks and 
values to young white people. Indeed, it 
blends the races, as does pop music gener- 
ally. Clearly, to Talk magazine as well as 
most others in America, this is a good thing, 
but for Whites who want to maintain their 
racial and cultural identity, what happened 
at that concert was not a good thing at all. 
They will do everything they can to keep 
their children out of Dr. Dre’s audience. 


WITHDRAWAL 


Greg and Kathryn, as I will call this 
couple, have concluded that the best way for 
them to deal with a society that runs counter 
to what they most treasure is to withdraw 
from it. Morris Berman in his recent book 
The Twilight of American Culture writes 
about what he calls the “monastic option.” 
Professor Berman writes of monks who 
lived in the disintegrating landscape of the 
Roman Empire, and who saw themselves as 
strangers in a strange land. What the culture 
saw as worthwhile, the monks saw as stupid 
and destructive. As the lights of their own 
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culture faded, they turned their backs on 
what was taking its place and took upon 
themselves the task of preserving the 


On rearing 
honourable 
white 
children 


ROBERT S. GRIFFIN 
takes a look at some 
families which have 
opted out of politically 
correct education 


treasures of Greco-Roman civilization. 

Although the parents I have met would not 
use the term “monastic option,” this 
essentially describes what they are doing. 
They are distancing themselves and their 
children from the dominant culture and 
trying to preserve their race and its heritage. 

How do they insulate their children from a 
poisonous world? Through their basic 
approach to being parents, and through their 
stance towards the media, schooling, and 
their children’s relations with peers. 

They believe that to be effective as parents 
they must be authoritarian. They are not 
lenient or indulgent. They do not hold to the 
currently fashionable idea that children are 
basically good, and that a parent’s job is to 
support a child’s inclinations. They see all 
human beings as having the potential for both 
good and bad, and their view is that, ideally, 
parents and society should share the job of 
ensuring that children realise their positive 
potential. 


These parents know that children are 
strongly influenced by the forces that 
surround them: primarily the mass media, 
the peer group, and the school. Since they 
disdain the direction in which these influ- 
ences push their children, they want to be 
the most powerful forces in their children’s 
lives, and to protect them from what will 
hurt them. They are hands-on parents, who 
do not turn their children over to the 
influences of others. 


TEACHING RESPONSIBILITY 


As these parents see it, the major task of 
childhood is to pave the way to a responsible 
and productive adulthood, and they don’t 
hesitate to direct that process. They assert 
power and control. They set standards and 
limits. They transmit their fundamental values 
and what they consider to be the overall 
purpose of their children’s lives, which is to 
carry forward the best of their heritage and 
race. These parents teach their children that 
they are not isolated beings, but rather a 
continuous part of what their people 
represent and have accomplished over the 
course of history, and that they are respon- 
sible to their people as a whole, not just to 
themselves and their own happiness and 
well-being. 

Although they are the authorities in their 
children’s lives, these parents are not harsh 
or cold. They can be stern, but they are 
affirming and loving. They exercise firm 
control, but also encourage curiosity and 
creativity. They encourage hardness and 
toughness, but also gentleness and com- 
passion. 

These parents think the media — televis- 
ion, movies, popular music, video games — 
promote everything they don’t want for 
their children: baseness, vulgarity, multi- 
racialism, egalitarianism, cosmopolitanism, 
materialism, rudeness, passivity and vicar- 
iousness. Perhaps there is a History or 
Discovery Channel programme parents and 
children watch together, or a classic film; 
but no Nickelodeon, no MTV, no Disney 
films (or at least no recent Disney films — 
the old ones, when Walt was still around, 
are OK), no mind-infecting video games, 
and no Internet-surfing. 

The first contact I had with parents of this 
sort was with a German couple, Frank and 
Hanna. They invited me to dinner at their 
home with their two boys, Marius, age 
thirteen, and Dirk, sixteen. After dinner, we 
all went into the living room. Contrary to 
my expectation, the boys did not immed- 
iately head for their rooms or out the door. 
Dirk sat ready to talk with the adults. 
Marius picked up a book and began reading. 
Later, after the boys excused themselves, I 
mentioned to Frank I had noticed that the 
children didn’t sit in front of the television 
or play a video game. 

“Oh, I forbid these things,” Frank res- 
ponded. “Forbid” - that is not a word I 


Classical music is an essential part of a white child’s education. Our youngsters need to 
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be made aware of the magnificent musical heritage of their race, not brainwashed with 
alien noise. 


expect to hear these days. 

“But you have to offer them other things 
to do,” he quickly added. “We read together 
and play chess, and we cross-country ski, 
and the boys and I work in my workshop in 
the basement.” 

Since that time, I have witnessed the same 
control of the media in the United States. 
“Our television has a numerical code for 
activating the set so the kids can’t simply 
switch it on or off,” reports Keith, a parent 
of three. “We put a cap on television time. 
There are some decent programs, but even in 
those cases we mute out the advertise- 
ments. We do not buy video games. We 
filter everything that comes in — music, 
radio, everything. We believe it is a parent’s 
responsibility to do this. Raised right, child- 
ren will make the right — and for us, that 
means the racially responsible — choices.” 

Ken and Elizabeth live in New Hampshire 
and have four children ranging in age from 
five to thirteen. This New Hampshire family 
has, in effect, seceded from the mass 
culture. There is a television set in the home, 
but I have never seen it on except a few times 
when the family watched a classic film. I 
have not heard any popular music. I asked 
ten-year-old Helen whether she ever wanted 
to watch television, go to the movies, or buy 
a popular music CD. She responded to the 
effect that those things are low and not worth 
her time. 

“It is inconceivable to us,” Ken told me, 
“that people actually sit in front of the 
television — videos included — hour upon 
hour, letting this degrading material into 
their homes. Something either inspires the 
soul or destroys it. For music, we listen to 
classical music. Our children read good 
books, play chess and backgammon, draw, 
paint, and sew. We take hikes as a family, go 
on picnics, cycle, and go to museums and 
concerts. We do things together in order to 
cement our bonds as a family.” 

Just as significant is what the children do 
not do in this home: they take no interest in 
the personae and careers of pop musicians; 
they do not press their parents for cash for 
the latest video game; they are not preocc- 
upied with the plot of a Fox television show; 
they do not stew over the fate of a profess- 
ional sports team, or chatter on about a 


summer blockbuster film. 

As far as I can tell, these parents have 
successfully embargoed the mass media. 
Before meeting people like this, I would 
have said that whatever the merits of getting 
the popular media out of the lives of 
children, as a practical matter it was imposs- 
ible. Now I think if parents are committed, 
Hollywood, pop music, television, and web- 
sites can be kept out of children’s lives. 


EDUCATION 


Another pattern I see in racially conscious 
white parents is home-schooling. If they are 
not now educating their children at home, it 
is because of their present circumstances, 
and they hope to do so in the future. 

Elizabeth, the New Hampshire parent, 
interrupted a career in investments to take 
over the education of her four children. 
“There is nothing more important I could be 
doing with my life than what I am doing 
now,” she explains. 

I asked her what she wants most for her 
children. “Honour,” she immediately ans- 
wered. “I want them to live honourable 
lives.” 

“Your honour means everything,” Ken, 
who was sitting nearby, added. “Today, too 
few people understand that.” 

“There is an old concept of wanting more 
for your children than you, yourself, had,” 
Elizabeth told me. “And part of that is you 
want them to have better educations than you 
did, or at least as good. With today’s schools 
that isn’t going to happen. Standards have 
been lowered. Kids aren’t being pushed in 
school. When Ken and I were going through 
school, you would fail if you didn’t do your 
work. But now everyone passes. There is a 
levelling going on in the schools. They 
operate so that no one is lower and no one is 
higher. The gifted children aren’t really 
encouraged to excel. The students don’t 
spend enough time reading, and they aren’t 
taught to think and analyse.” 

“The worst kind of child abuse is to deny 
a child a decent education,” Ken added. 
“One of the strengths of this country used to 
be our public school system, but not now. 
We’ve lost something terribly important. 
Today’s graduates couldn’t compete with the 
graduates of the turn of the last century. And 


I think integration of the schools and imm- 
igration patterns since the 1960s have had 
something to do with that. Our schools are 
reflecting the needs and styles of a new 
clientele, and people like us are paying the 
price for it. 

“You aren’t going to understand what is 
going on in education if you don’t take race 
into account — the direction federal pro- 
grammes take, the problems with city 
schools, what content is stressed, testing, 
whatever you are talking about. The schools 
are providing what amounts to an education 
for menials, not a great people. 

“We point out more things to our children 
than the schools would. The schools are 
producing clones, everybody the same. A 
superior educational system promotes 
difference, not sameness. This whole egalit- 
arian push that is the current fashion works 
against the advancement of the race. It is 
anti-selection. It keeps everybody at the 
level of the mediocre.” 

“The problem from a racial standpoint,” 
Elizabeth offered, “is that we aren’t, as we 
once were, with our own. I want my kids to 
be in a stable environment, not one where 
there are various factions. Kids need stabil- 
ity. We used to have pride in our race and 
our heritage. We were proud of our fore- 
fathers. Now, if a white child says he is 
proud of his lines, proud of his race, he is 
considered a racist.” 


NEED FOR NATIONAL HEROES 


“Before, Washington and Jefferson were 
our heroes,” Ken added. “Now, our idols 
are being wiped out and replaced by people 
like Martin Luther King. If you want to 
bring down a people, you rewrite its history 
and teach that to its children. You cut off 
children’s roots so they have nothing to tie 
into. They have abolished the study of Latin 
in the schools. Knowledge of Latin is 
essential to an educated person, and it is part 
of our racial and cultural roots. Over eighty 
percent of English words are derived from 
Latin. The Latin language has greatly influ- 
enced the development of the West. We 
make sure our children study Latin. There 
has been more than just a dumbing down in 
the schools. There has been a twisting down. 
The story of our race is being twisted. It is 
being perverted.” 

I talked to James, their 13-year-old, about 
what he is reading. He said he is learning 
about Alexander the Great, whom he greatly 
admires — “He made history. I want to do 
that.” He told me he recently read Quo 
Vadis, Thomas Jefferson and His World, a 
book about John Paul Jones, some books 
about explorers, the Hobbit series, Alice in 
Wonderland, Arundel, by the historical 
novelist Kenneth Roberts, and some of the 
writings of Dostoevsky, Chekhov and 
Joseph C. Lincoln. He recommended that I 
read Roberts’ book, Zhe Northwest 

Contd. overleaf 
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REARING HONOURABLE 


WHITE CHILDREN 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


Passage, and gave me his copy to take with 
me. What I gather from James is that he is on 
a quest: he is reaching out to learn; he is 
studying things. So many other youngsters 
his age go to class and do assignments, but 
do not actually study anything. 

“We teach our children about their 
heritage,” says Ken, “the heritage of West- 
ern Man. We give them the best our civil- 
isation has produced. The public schools 
aren’t doing that. We don’t get into every 
culture and subculture, because we don’t 
think those things are important. The 
schools impose doctrinaire opinions about 
the irrelevance of race. They push a concept 
of the role of women that in our view is 
unnatural. They promote internationalism. 
Schools are brainwashing white children to 
feel guilty about their heritage and turn away 
from it. Our children’s heritage includes 
Homer, Plato, Michelangelo, Shakespeare, 
and Beethoven. They have every right to be 
overwhelmingly proud of their people, but 
schools are moulding them into raceless, 
history-less, malleable citizens of the world.” 


PROPHET OF 
INDOCTRINATION 


It is true that teachers believe they have a 
responsibility to teach students new truths in 
the face of reactionary forces. This view is 
best articulated by the teaching profession’s 
most revered figure, John Dewey, who wrote: 
“Children must be conditioned, through 
gradual indoctrination, to reject the thought 
processes transmitted by their parents and 
churches, so that they may be prepared for 
the new world social order.” 

Although Ken and Elizabeth are Catholic, 
they would not consider sending their child- 
ren to parochial schools. In their view, 
Catholic schools reflect the same raceless 
view of man as the public schools, but add a 
religious aura that demands even more 
acquiescence. 

Moreover, schools are where children 
congregate, all day, every day, year after 
year, and this has a big influence on them. 
School is where teenagers, especially, come 
to see themselves as a tribe apart, separate 
from their parents, from the larger culture, 
from the past and the future. The youth 
culture stresses what is happening now, with 
us, with our age group. The peer group has 
become so central, so consuming that the 
writer Judith Harris argues in her book The 
Nurture Assumption that culture is now 
being transmitted to a greater extent by peers 
than by parents and teachers. According to 
Mrs. Harris, the members of the older 
generation who most influence cultural 
transmission are those who have the 
attention of the peer group: product market- 
ers and celebrities. 
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Ken and Elizabeth believe children are 
like sponges: absorbent and easily shaped. 
They want their children to have friends 
their own ages, but they chart directions and 
impose controls. They approve and disapp- 
rove of activities and associations. They 
want to know, at every moment, where their 
children are, whom they are with, and what 
they are doing. They screen the families 
with whom their children associate. 

Elizabeth says her son James has become 
naturally selective in his friends: “He says 
there are a lot of children he has no interest 
in. He has nothing in common with them. 
He likes history and maths, and all they want 
to talk about are CDs and sports.” 

For people like Ken and Elizabeth, 
physical activity tends to be things like 
boating, hiking and swimming, or perhaps 
tennis or golf. They believe school and 
professional sports, television networks, 
and athletic shoe manufacturers make some- 
thing trivial — team sports — appear vitally 
important. One parent described the phys- 
ical activities for his children: “The great 
outdoors: hiking and camping and climbing. 
With us, there is no emphasis on organised 
sports.” 

Elizabeth points out that there is no need 
to get along with everyone. “Unless you 
want to be a life insurance salesman,” adds 
Ken. “We want our children to make 
friends,” he continues, “but we want them 
to do it honestly and with integrity, and 
without losing their souls, which could 
easily happen. Life can be very unforgiving. 
Getting in with the wrong people can ruin 
someone’s life forever. That is why we set 
up protected environments and train our 
children from the beginning on correct 
socialisation, correct interaction, and correct 
activities, so that when we are no longer 
there they can be proud of themselves and 
carry on their heritage and their race.” 

As time went along, I noticed that the two 
girls in the New Hampshire family, ten- 
year-old Helen and eight-year-old Suzanna, 
always wore dresses. Ken explains that it 
underscores what he and his wife believe to 
be natural and healthy differences between 
boys and girls. “We teach our girls that the 
most important thing they can possibly do is 
be good mothers. We believe that the careers 
being pushed on girls by the feminists and 
the schools and the entertainment industry 
are a dead end. For our boys, we promote 
the manly virtues: responsibility, courage, 
hard work, and leadership.” 

The last time I visited the New Hampshire 
family I spent a good amount of time with 
Helen. She has the bearing of a twelve- or 
thirteen-year-old, and I had to keep remind- 
ing myself she is only ten. She showed me 
some stories she had written, along with the 
illustrations she had drawn to accompany 
them, and I read aloud from her stories. She 
told me of the impressive list of books she 
had read and was reading, and of her love 


for horses. Throughout our time together, 
Helen was steady-eyed, positive, consid- 
erate, confident, unthreatened, respectful, 
self-expressive, and interested in me — and 
just ten years old. 


GIRL WANTS FAMILY 

At one point, I asked the question adults 
invariably ask: “I know it’s a long time off, 
Helen, but have you thought about college 
and what you want to do when you are 
older?” It has been my experience that most 
girls these days aspire to college and a career 
such as pilot, lawyer, or business executive. 
Not Helen. She matter-of-factly replied, 
“No, I don’t want to go to college. I want to 
train and board horses. I want a family.” 

James says he plans to be a mathemat- 
ician, and perhaps take over his father’s 
business providing actuarial advice to 
insurance companies. Like Helen, James 
seems older than other children his age. He 
has the bearing of a fifteen-year-old. My 
contact with Helen and James, as well as 
other children in similar families, has made 
me wonder whether today’s parents, schools, 
the media, and their peers keep children 
unduly immature. 

James strikes me as a proud and indep- 
endent young man. I mentioned to him that 
my students at the university assume that 
since he hasn’t been part of a school-based 
group he lacks social skills. “That’s ridic- 
ulous,” he quickly and forcefully replied. 
“If you’re congenial you can get along with 
anyone.” I found myself trying to remember 
the last time I heard a thirteen-year-old use 
the word ‘congenial’. 

Keith, the father of three, describes his 
overall perspective on being a parent in a 
way that seems to speak for all the racially- 
conscious parents I have met. He says he and 
his wife are meeting what they consider to 
be their fundamental responsibility to rear 
children properly. They cannot count on the 
rest of society — schools, media, politicians, 
churches, journalists, intellectuals; none of 
them — to help. They are doing everything 
they can to pass on to their children, in his 
words, “racial idealism, the difference 
between right and wrong, personal respon- 
sibility, and strength of character — all the 
things our ancestors cherished and passed on 
to their children. We teach our children they 
belong to a great race of people. We teach 
them they should learn their own history, 
heritage, and culture before studying the 
ways of others. We teach them that their 
genetic inheritance and traditions must be 
protected and preserved and extended, and 
that they have a personal responsibility to do 
this.” 


Robert S. Griffin is a professor of edu- cation 
at the University of Vermont. He is author of The 
Fame of a Dead Man’s Deeds: An Up-Close 
Portrait of White Nationalist William Pierce, 
available from IstBooks Library (www. Istbooks. 
com). 


Willing but not prepared! 


As Tony Blair argues passionately for the 
need to send British forces into Iraq, the 
news has come through that the troops in 
question will lack essential training because 
of the cancellation of exercises considered 
vital for the task. This is because the money 
is not available — due to defence cuts made 
by Blair’s own Government. Once again, 
the politicians send Tommy Atkins into 
battle weakened by their own stinginess! 


The party of the British 
working man 


The Economist magazine in February 
published a list of the leading financial 
donors to the Labour Party during 
2001. The top six were as follows:- 


Sir Alan Sugar (Jewish) £200,000 
Lakshmi Mittal (Asian) £125,000 
Christopher Ondaatje (Half-Dutch, 
half-Indonesian) £102,500 

Gulan Noon (Asian) £100,000 

Sir Ronald Cohen (Jewish) £100,000 
Sir Siegmund Steinberg (Jewish) 
£100,000 


COMPETITI 


No, this photo is not a spoof. It actually shows the Prime Minister at a recent Labour Party 


AP 


meeting. Can you suggest an appropriate caption? The reader sending the winning entry 
will earn as prize a free subscription (or renewal of same) to Spearhead for one year. 
Submissions in by the 20th April please. 


MADHOUSE BRITAIN 


SCHOOLS in England and Wales are being 
forced by the Government to adopt ‘race 
quotas’ to make sure that pupil intake 
matches the ethnic make-up of each area. 
There are also moves afoot to ensure that 
expulsions from schools do not exceed these 
ethnic percentages. At the moment the 
Government is most concerned that what it 
believes are ‘excessive’ numbers of black 
youngsters are being expelled from schools for 
persistent misbehaviour. 

* * * 


IN the Daily Mail of the 23rd February it was 
reported that the Met is planning to ‘downgrade’ 
certain minor offences to free officers to tackle 
‘serious crimes’. This would include a decision 
not automatically to send out police to deal with 
burglaries, to ignore cases where motorists drive 
away from petrol stations without paying, and to 
let off first-time shoplifiers with verbal warnings. 
Another idea being discussed is to deal with 
common assault complaints on the telephone. 
However, in cases where an assault is held to 
be ‘racially motivated’ an officer would be sent! 
* * * 


MEANWHILE, the Metropolitan Police has 
issued an order to its officers never to use the 
phrase ‘nitty-gritty’, and has ticked off a few who 
have broken the rule. The reason? The phrase is 
said to be linked to the slave trade and is 
therefore offensive to certain ethnic groups. 

* * * 


THE CHRISTIAN CALENDAR from which 
people in Britain and the western world take 
their dates is going to be scrapped in a new 
scheme being introduced to schools. Although 
the dates will continue as before, such terms 
as 55 BC or 2002 AD will no longer be in use; 


instead it will be 2002 CE (Common Era). 
This is to avoid giving offence to religious 
minorities in the UK. 

* * * 


THOUSANDS of British people celebrating the 
Queen’s Golden Jubilee this summer will be 
waving Union flags — made in Germany! In what 
one distributor described as a sad indictment of 
British manufacturing, miniature Union Jacks 
are being imported into the UK from the German 
company, Riethmiiller, situated in Kirchheim 
unter Teck, near Stuttgart. 

* * * 


THE ABOVE might not be unconnected with 
bans on the use of the flag, such as one recently 
announced by Southwark Council, in South 
London. The Council has said it will not allow 
Union Jacks to be displayed in the borough when 
the Jubilee takes place because such a show of 
‘Britishness’ might offend the many ethnic 
minority residents living there. 

* * * 


DERBY City Council, on the other hand, does 
not seem to object to flags — at least as long as 
they are foreign. It has recently approved a 
£420 grant to a Pakistani Community Centre 
in the city for the purpose of a flag-hoisting 
ceremony to celebrate Pakistan Independence 
Day on the 14th August. The money will cover 
the cost of the flag and the hiring of a PA 
system for the ceremony. 

* * * 


LAST MONTH 25 Whites were given prison 
sentences by Judge Openshaw at Preston Crown 
Court for their part in the Burnley riots last 
Summer. Openshaw said: “The ethnic minorities 
look to the courts for their protection.” 

Two years ago, a group of Asians appeared at 


the same court on charges of murdering a young 
white man. The Judge let them all go “in the 
interests of good race relations.” 

The Judge in that case? Judge Openshaw, 
who incidentally is Jewish. 


* * * 


A GHOST TRAIN departs daily from New- 
haven Marine station, in East Sussex, bound for 
Lewes. It is completely empty. 

The train has not been cancelled because that 
would necessitate the closure of Newhaven 
Marine — and that would apparently be more 
costly than the daily running of the empty train. 

* * * 


MILLIONS of pounds are being diverted 
from patient care to improving the ‘image’ of 
the National Health Service, in other words to 
tell the public what a great health service 
they have! 

Chief Executive Nigel Crisp has ordered 
hospitals, trusts and administrators to ‘beef 
up’ their public relations teams to help 
‘manage the reputation’ of the service. 

The operation is expected to cost up to £18 
million — enough to pay for 900 more senior 
nurses or 3,000 heart by-passes. 

* * * 


AT A TIME of grave defence cuts due to claimed 
financial shortage, the RAF recently air-lifted 
400 Afghans to a religious festival in Mecca. 
This was found necessary because Afghan 
Airlines only has two planes left, and one of 
them is in a hanger at Stansted. 
* * * 


ANOTHER Union Jack ban has been imposed 
by Ford Motors after the flag was found painted 
on a worker’s locker at the company’s factory in 
Leamington Spa, Warwickshire. The manage- 
ment, which employs many of the ethnic minor- 
ities, announced that it would not tolerate what it 
described as “offensive graffiti.” 
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The race debate 


HOW MEDIA ELITES 


IMMIGRATION into Britain may now never be 
stopped, or even controlled, because the politicians, 
the only people who can pass laws on the subject, 
have lost too much power and influence. In The New 
Elites, George Walden maintains 
that Britain is now in a Soviet- 
type grip of professional egalitar- 
ians whose power base lies in 
commerce, culture and the media. 
They can now control virtually all 
of public life. They are extremely 
mediocre in their abilities, and 
indeed brag about their ordinar- 
iness, but behind their anti-élitist 
rhetoric lies the old urge to dom- 
inate which is as powerful as that 
of their aristocratic forebears. 

Above all, they remain left-liberal and international- 
ist. Although Walden is careful not to mention it, it is 
clear that inverted snobbery and their “tolerance of 
foreigners which is regarded as a sign of superiority,” as 
he puts it, means that pro-immigrant sentiment will 
continue to be peddled by the élites. 

As Walden points out, élites have always dominated 
mass societies, and there is a large academic literature 
on the subject. But in the past there was always a 
struggle between competing élites with opposing ideas. 
Britain’s new élites, instead, are virtually totalitarian. 

No politicians of any party would now dare to propose 
openly to withdraw from the Geneva Refugee Conven- 
tion, which has outlived its usefulness and is actually 
harming this country, because the new élites would 
shout them down. 

Further, the executive branch, in particular the 
immigration authorities, can do nothing to halt immig- 
ration unless there is a change of law initiated by the 
politicians. Similarly, the lawyers in the immigration 
appellate system, which is now a growing and mono- 
lithic money-spinner for many of them, have to tolerate 
perjury in court by illegal immigrants - whom they know 
to be lying — and, having refused them asylum, still allow 
them to stay in Britain because they know that the 
authorities are simply incapable of removing them in the 
numbers required. 


DECLINE IN STANDARDS 

The greatest present danger is the decline in journal- 
istic standards which the new élites have brought 
about. In earlier times, news reporters were taught not 
to comment in their copy, to be balanced and fair- 
minded. Not any more. The present mix of spin, person- 
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TWIST THE FACTS 


‘ cameras more ethan 
high-powered — 


ally biased opinion, public relations chat and celebrity 
gossip — often all crammed into one article — is now 
demanded of journalists by their paymasters. In the 
process they have resorted to lies and half-lies because 
they know they can get away with 
them if they express left-liberal 
opinions. They continually use 
pejorative adjectives when it comes 
to describing the Right — again 
because it is expected of them. 
Indeed they fear for their jobs if they 
fail in this regard. They are no longer 
journalists but Soviet-type propa- 
gandists. This is why the Right is 
always termed ‘extreme’, but never 
the Left. 


JOURNALISTS’ NAMES FOR PARTIES 
Journalists will often describe parties such as the 
BNP, or Austria’s Freedom Party, as ‘anti-immigrant’, 
but will not at the same time say that the other parties 
are ‘pro-immigrant’. They will increasingly point to the 
unpleasant consequences of race riots in Britain, but 
will not point to their cause: unbridled immigration. 
They will sometimes approve of attempts to remove 
illegal immigrants, but are only too ready to publish 


Manningham, Bradford, July 8th 2001: This was the 

scene at a car showroom after local Asians had rioted 

the night before. Yet journalists would call Manning- 
ham a ‘vibrant’ area. 


pictures of weeping immigrant children and their 
mothers being forced onto ships and planes against 
their will, because their editors demand a more senti- 
mental and ‘caring’ approach to news stories. 

By using non-neutral language, they print glaring 
paradoxes. An article in the national press that 
describes an immigrant borough as “vibrant,” or one 
which “celebrates diversity,” will be printed alongside 
stories about tribal butchery in Africa or communal 
murders in India. 


Journalists used also to be warned about using non- 
sequiturs — stating facts but drawing incorrect conclu- 
sions from them. A classic non-sequitur says that ‘anti- 
immigration’ parties promote ‘hate’ because, as most 
immigrants are coloured, white nationalist parties must 
therefore “hate coloured people” everywhere in the 
world. What is a legitimate criticism of policy becomes 
instead a personal attack on individual black people in 
Britain. They pretend not to see the difference between 
one stance and another. 

They write emotively and unthinkingly, and seem 
fearful and confused. Any talk of controlling immig- 
ration will stir up trouble in immigrant communities, 
they maintain. They assume that ethnic minorities 
themselves want immigration to continue ad infinitum, 
so they avoid publishing criticism of immigration 
policies for fear of giving offence — offence, that is, to the 
ethnic minorities, not the British host population. 

This is partly because they appear not to know what 
being British is. They have gratuitously redefined Britain 
as some kind of off-shore Hong Kong, without reference 
to what the general public, academics and even the 
politicians themselves believe to be the true reality. 
Virtually none of the intellectuals who are supposed to 
be monitoring British society will use the term ‘multi- 
culturalism’ voluntarily, because it is not true within its 
own terms, or is known to be used as a euphemism for 
multi-racialism in certain urban areas. 


NON-RECOGNITION 

‘Multi-culturalism’ means that the inhabitants of one 
country have a knowledge of, and respect for, the other 
cultures they see around them. Nothing remotely like 
this happens in Britain, and the sociologists know it. If 
local people cannot even recognise the foreign languages 
spoken in their street or on the bus, let alone under- 
stand them, then Britain cannot be a ‘multi-cultural 
society’. 

Even if the above were true — in the sense of Britain 
being a patchwork quilt of different languages and races 
— this admission would have a dramatic impact upon 
academic disciplines. Professors would have to explain 
why this had happened, and why they were unable to 
predict it would happen. Sociologists who, up to 25 
years ago, were writing about mods and rockers and 
working-class voting patterns, are now supposed to be 
discussing anthropology instead: the study of human 
tribes, languages and races — but all mysteriously to be 


found co-existing peacefully in Britain! Most of their 
earlier theories would thus have to be chucked out. 

The truth is that the growing cultural and linguistic 
chaos in this country, which the media élite gloss over, 
adversely impacts upon the immigrants themselves. We 
don’t like it, of course; on the other hand, it is they who 
are ‘multi-cultural’, not we. The Jamaicans, looking like 


_ Africans, are now having to live in London streets side 


by side with real Africans, and the Whites can’t tell the 
difference. 

Similarly, the post-war Anglo-Indians are now having 
to rub shoulders not just with the white British, but | 
with other Indians belonging to castes they would not 
normally wish to live next to if they were back in India. 
There is even less multi-culturalism going on between 
Blacks and Browns. Their one common denominator 
was the Commonwealth, but now all the talk is about 
‘Europe’, and immigrants are no more European than 
they are British. 

What is often forgotten is the vast architectural 
heritage into which the immigrants have come. Each 
street, borough and town in Britain was built by the 
British. Each, with just a tiny few exceptions, is named 
after local history, a history of the British. This is bound 
to affect the self-esteem of the minorities: everyone 
wants to have a homeland they can call their own, and 
have a pride in their own culture and achievements. You 
can’t expect diasporas to have a pride in someone else’s 
culture or history. America was deliberately created as a 
receptacle for diasporas, and the new in-comers could 
then create a new pride in ‘America’ (which was named 
not after a racial group but after an immigrant called 
Amerigo). 

Our increasing multi-racialism will itself become a 
kind of self-imposed tyranny, and in the end our instit- 
utions will be utterly unreformable. One of the great 
ironies of our time is that Eastern Europe, since the 
collapse of communism, is now freer than the West. 
Today it is in the West that criticism of racial or histor- 
ical dogma can end the career of a scholar or politician, 
and even send him to prison. By contrast, in Eastern 
Europe and Russia, now the last enclaves of free white 
people, one can find plenty of books about race or 
historical revisionism. 

The warning is clear: Liberalism could well collapse 
like communism did, and as suddenly. To avoid this, the 
new élites themselves will have to make a smart move to 
the Right. 


WHICH MIDDLE EASTERN NATION IS A THREAT TO WORLD PEACE? 


How many United Nations Security 
Council resolutions is Iraq in defiance of? 
Answer: Two. How many UN Security 
Council resolutions is Israel in defiance 
of? Answer: 68 — and protected from 30 


Answer: Israel. 


more by US vetoes. 

Which nation is now ranked by 
authoritative sources, such as Jane’s 
Intelligence Review, on the basis of its 
arsenal of nuclear, chemical and 
biological weapons of mass destruction as 
well as conventional armaments, to be the 


sign if Israel signs. 


world’s no. 3 military superpower? 


Which of these Middle East nations has 
signed the Nuclear Non-proliferation 
Treaty: Iraq, Iran, Syria, Israel? Answer: 
None. Iraq, Iran and Syria say they will 


When was the last time Iraq permitted the 
UN weapons inspectors to enter the 
country? Answer: 1998. When was the 
last time Israel permitted the UN or any 
international weapons inspectors to enter 


the country? Answer: never. 

What American ally in the Middle East 
has for years sent assassins into other 
countries to kill its political enemies — a 
practice sometimes called exporting 
terrorism? Answer: Israel. 

The answers to this quiz should be more 
known and understood by the American 
people before they line up, with flags 
waving, to attack Iraq. 

From the New Order (USA). Website: 
neworder@execpc.com 
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THE OBSERVER newspaper is 
regarded by Britain’s chattering 
classes as one of their main 
‘flagships’ — the Sunday equival- 
ent of The Guardian. Its writers 
purport to maintain a high tone. 
Its liberalism is taken as axiom- 
atically the creed of the good, the 
righteous and the _ intelligent. 
People who board buses or trains 
with a copy of The Observer under 
their arm no doubt experience a 
warm glow of superiority over 
their fellow mortals around them. 

All the more the pity, then, that in 
terms of its adherence to the rules of 
accuracy, truth and factual reporting 
The Observer is no better than the 
lowest of the gutter press its patrons 
despise. 

This was manifest in a report on 
the 10th March written by Rosie 
Boycott, chronicling the political 
adventures of one Matthew Collins, 
a young man who once was involved 
with the British National Party, 
National Front and Combat 18 
before he “saw the light” and 
changed sides, acting as an inform- 
ant against the so-called ‘far right’ 
for Searchlight magazine. 

Collins in fact ‘came out’ as a 
turncoat in September 1998, when 
his story appeared in The Guardian, 
so that there was really little new in 
the recent Observer one. In this 
earlier story it was said that he had 
been smuggled out of the country to 
protect him against reprisals by his 
former comrades. The destination 
was Australia — although in Rosie 
Boycott’s story, as well as in a pro- 
gramme introduced by her on the 
same subject on BBC2’s Life Etc. 
the following day, this was con- 
cealed as if it were some kind of 
secret — no doubt to add to the 
dramatics: Collins’ life was alleged 
to be in danger, though this was in 
fact downright piffle. 

With regard to Collins’ claimed 
connections with the NF and C18, 
this writer cannot comment, but in 
the case of the BNP his tale was 
phoney from beginning to end. Miss 
Boycott might have ascertained this 
if she had bothered to check with 
bona fide people in the party, but she 
did not — no doubt with a mind to the 
classic journalists’ rule that the truth 
should never be allowed to get in the 
way of a good story! 


‘Risking his life’ 

The report started by saying that 
Collins “was taking a big risk” when 
he agreed to appear on a TV pro- 
gramme to expose Combat 18. It 
went on to say that in his work as a 
mole for Searchlight informing on 
the NF and the BNP “being caught 
would have cost him his life.” 

On what basis did Miss Boycott 
make such an assumption? Did she 
do any proper research? Had she 
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Highbrow or 
lowbrow, the 
gutter press runs 


true to form 


JEFFREY TURNER looks into the 


story of a small-time turncoat, 
as told in7he Observer 


done, she would have found out that 
Ray Hill played just the very same 
role back in the early 1980s but has 
walked about since then quite 
unharmed. It is sufficient for 
nationalists to regard this creature 
with total contempt and to know that 
for the rest of his life he has to live 
with himself for his treachery 
against his former friends; inflicting 
physical damage on him, least of all 
killing him, would have achieved 
nothing, and only given him 
undeserved martyrdom. 

Later, another renegade of the 
same type, Tim Hepple, followed in 
Hill’s footsteps. He too never came 
to any harm. So why should nation- 
alists, who have far better things to 
do, risk going to jail for taking it out 
on Collins? 

But the young Mr. Collins would 
have us all believe otherwise. After 
his previous TV stint he claimed that 
the police had told him his life was 
in danger. “They’re going to shoot 
you,” one of them was supposed to 
have said. “Your former friends in 
the National Front and the BNP 
would like nothing more than to see 
you dead.” 

One suspects here a little bit of 
Walter Mitty fantasy, but let us read 
on. 

Collins then was quoted as relating 
how, in going to “a Commonwealth 
country” he left behind “my family, 
my job, my girlfriend, everything that 
was dear to me.” Does this not have a 
whiff of the same? If these things 
were really so precious to our hero, is 
it likely that in the first place he would 
put himself in such a position that he 
would have to do a flit to the other 
side of the world and leave them all 
behind? Pull the other one, Matthew! 

Next there came the most fantas- 
tic claim: “He became a full-time 
employee of the BNP — writing the 
press releases, working directly 
under the chairman. ‘I was privy to a 
lot of information. I was the person 


o 33 


who always answered the phone. 

Really? Well, if anyone should 
know about this it would be John 
Tyndall, who was chairman of the 
BNP at the time (circa 1990). He has 
said of Collins’ story:- 


“Pure fiction! I had never heard 

of Collins before his self-expos- 

ure as an infiltrator a little while 
back. There were a tiny few on 

our full-time staff then and I 

knew them all well. Collins was 

never one of them, let alone 
someone who worked directly 
under me. Press releases? Pure 
fiction again! Privy to a lot of 
information? Who does he think 
‘ he’s kidding? Answering the 
telephone? Well, he might have 
been on the premises on the odd 
occasion and taken a call when 
the usual official was otherwise 
engaged, but that would be all — 
rather different from ‘always’ 
answering the phone! The man 

is either a fantasiser or a down- 

right liar.” 

Of course, Miss Boycott could 
quite easily have ascertained the 
truth about these claims by Collins 
had she bothered to contact Mr. 
Tyndall and ask him, but it ob- 
viously didn’t suit her to do so! 


Defaming former friends 


But Mr. Collins was not finished 
by a long chalk. He went on to speak 
of the BNP members he mixed with 
— his former friends: “Psychopaths, 
dirty old men, football hooligans, 
thieves, Jew-haters, Black-haters, 
people that went on to become 
involved in murder, with supplying 
firearms.” 

By now, of course, the poor 
fellow’s credibility was so close to 
zero that we should, one would 
suppose, have been ready for any- 
thing. Of course, a few people of less 
than admirable character are to be 
found in any political organisation, 
from the mainstream to the so-called 


‘fringe’, but this was really laying it 
on a bit thick! Mr. Collins seemed to 
be speaking as if people of the kind 
he described were the norm in the 
BNP, while Miss Boycott was, 
naturally, only too ready to oblige 
him by conveying the same 
message. This writer’s experience is 
that BNP members are just about the 
most normal folk, and among the 
most decent, to be found in any 
party. The occasional oddball can 
always get in — as David Copeland 
did for a few months without the 
party having any inkling of the kind 
of person he was. Come to think of 
it, people like Matthew Collins too! 
But here is where Collins has told 
another lie. He may have hob- 
nobbed with the BNP but researches 
have established that, contrary to his 
claim, he was never a member. 
Further on in the Observer 
article, Collins was quoted as des- 
cribing those who attracted BNP 
members’ “most virulent anger.” 
These were Blacks, Jews, immig- 
rants of all kinds and, particularly, 
those in the Socialist Workers’ Party 


COLLINS 
A pathetic nobody 


“and often the police.” 

Well, there may have been — and 
there may still be — people in the 
BNP who hate Blacks, Jews and 
other immigrants, but this has never 
been encouraged from the top. As 
for the Socialist Workers’ Party, 
whenever we have seen represent- 
atives of this group turning out on 
demonstrations against us, they have 
not looked a particularly appealing 
crowd of people, but to suggest that 
they keep us awake at nights with 
“virulent anger” would be ridic- 
ulous. We scarcely give them a 
moment’s thought. And as for the 
police, again the party leadership has 
always firmly discouraged hostile 
attitudes towards the guardians of 
the law, who are mostly decent men 


and women just doing a job — though 
it has to be said that the behaviour of 
a minority of individual police 
officers towards our party has at 
times sorely tried our patience. John 
Grieve, now Deputy Assistant Com- 
missioner at The Yard, was a case in 
point. Some of our activists encoun- 
tered Grieve years back and sampled 
his vicious attitude towards nation- 
alists, and it has hardly surprised us 
that he has gone on to higher things. 
That, however, is far from saying 
that the BNP is ‘anti-police’; it 
definitely is not, and I am sure the 
young Mr. Collins knows it. 


*‘Presentable and articulate’ 


A little further on, Collins was 
back to his delusions of grandeur. 
Said the report:- 

“Collins served his masters well. 

He appeared ‘quite presentable 

and reasonably articulate’ in 

comparison with his colleagues. 

He was almost too successful — 

more seasoned members began 

to resent his rapid promotions 

and his closeness to the older 

leaders.” 

So how did Miss Boycott know 
all this? Quite obviously, because 
Collins told her — whatever else may 
be said against him, it certainly 
cannot be claimed that self-esteem is 
not one of his attributes! The truth is 
that, as with Mr. Tyndall, few, if any, 
of the ‘older leaders’ had ever heard 
of Collins — apart from Richard 
Edmonds, who knew him slightly. 
Talk of ‘promotions’ is rubbish. He 
was never ‘promoted’ to anything. 
Presentable and articulate? Well, 
this is perhaps how he likes to see 
himself — for it can be the only 
source for the assertion. This writer’s 
guess is that, far from resenting Mr. 
Collins’ so-called ‘promotions’, his 
colleagues were wary of him because 
there was something about him that 
did not seem ‘quite right’. If there 
was any resentment here, it was 
probably in the opposite direction! 

Collins, in describing the event 
which really decided him to desert 
the BNP and rat on it, was equally 
dishonest. It all happened, he claimed, 
when a group of party activists went 
to an opposition meeting at Welling 
Library. Let The Observer take up 
the story (and it is indeed a story!):- 


“... 40 men viciously attacked a 
group of elderly people who 
were protesting about the BNP 
setting up their head office in 
that area of South London. 

“Collins was unaware that his 
superiors had drafted in a squad 
of football hooligans from Essex 
to help foment trouble. ‘When 
we got to the meeting it was just 
a whole lot of old women. I saw 
an elected official of the BNP 
with a motorcycle helmet in one 
hand and a hammer in the other. 


“ ‘People were kicking and 
punching. I was too. I hit some- 
one in the face. They fell down. 
people were stamping on falling 
bodies. They picked them up off 
the floor and hit them again... I 
left and ran off, feeling physic- 
ally sick. I sat in my bedroom 
for the rest of the evening. I 
couldn’t believe anyone wasn’t 
killed...’ ” - 


Sounds awful, doesn’t it? But it’s 
a long way from the truth. This is 
what actually happened:- 

About 40 male activists went 
along to Welling Library to heckle at 
a meeting called by far-left groups 
opposing the setting up of the BNP 
bookshop (not head office). They 
intended to show their displeasure at 
this attempt by the left to oppose 
what they regarded as the party’s 
lawful and democratic right: to set 
up a literature distribution centre, 
just as many left-wing literature dist- 
ribution centres are to be found all 
over the country with no attempt by 
the BNP to interfere with them. 

In the interests of the personal 
security of those in the BNP contin- 
gent, some able-bodied fellows were 
brought in to ensure that none 
among those present became the 
victims of left-wing thuggery — a 
very frequent occurrence on party 
activities. Perhaps one or two of 
these fellows privately were not 
entirely averse to having a punch-up 
with opponents, but this was not the 
object of the exercise. 

The meeting room at Welling 
Library is at the top of a flight of 
stairs on the first floor. On the way 
in, three of the BNP party were a 
little ahead of the main body. As 
soon as they were spotted and 
recognised by opponents, the latter 
attacked them — thinking they were 
alone and not realising that rein- 
forcements were not far behind. 
Needless to say, when their coll- 
eagues heard the shouting and 
thumping upstairs that clearly indi- 
cated that a fight was in progress 
they rushed up themselves to help 
their mates. It didn’t last very long. 
The ones who had started the fight 
came off worst, and were squealing 
about their fate for a long time after- 
wards. 


Women a small minority 


There were a few women and old 
folk present but they were a small 
minority. The females were not 
touched unless, as in the case of one 
or two younger ones, they joined in 
the attacks on BNP personnel, in 
which case the latter defended them- 
selves with the minimum force 
necessary. The odd elderly person 
might have got into a brawl with a 
BNP member by attacking him first 
— we do not have precise details of 
everything that happened, as on 


these occasions there is normally a 
great deal of confusion and no-one 
sees everything. But the tale that the 
BNP attacked ‘old women’ and beat 
them up is pure moonshine. Of 
course, the zealous Miss Boycott 
made no attempt, as over other 
matters, to contact the party and hear 
its side of the affair. 


What were the real motives? 


So why did Mr. Collins really 
quit the BNP and work for its 
opponents? Was it such an agonising 
stab of conscience, as he claims? 
Was it his desire to be on the moral 
high ground and his discovery that 
the party was not there with him? 

Or was it all due to other factors — 
essentially personal factors which 
our storyteller prefers not to dis- 
close? Perhaps a clue as to Collins’ 
mentality can be found in one part of 
the Observer report, where it said:- 


“Belonging to the group gave 
him a feeling of power. ‘If you 
went into a pub, people would 
automatically know and they’d 
look into their beers and turn 
away. I thought I was morally 
right. I felt untouchable...” 


What do you see here? I see a 
rather pathetic little man who feels 
himself to be a nobody — which he 
most certainly was in the BNP, his 
claims notwithstanding. Joining a 
controversial political group which 
got talked about made him feel a 
‘somebody’. The group was often 
attacked by its opponents and it 
defended itself, invariably winning 
when the odds were anything like 
even. This led to its being feared. 
There is nothing more guaranteed to 
make a nobody feel big and impor- 
tant than being part of a group he 
thinks is feared. It is the gang 
mentality, and the way Collins 
related his experiences both in the 
Observer report and the BBC2 pro- 
gramme made it clear that he was 
attracted to the BNP because he saw 
it as a ‘gang’ which it felt good to be 
part of. 


BNP no gang 


The trouble is that the BNP was 
not, and is not, a gang. It is a serious 
political movement which demands 
serious commitment from those who 
take part in it. To those who become 
involved because they want to join a 
gang, the perceived ‘glamour’ of 
activities soon wears off. Those of 
the gang mentality get bored, and 
their enthusiasm wanes. 

And, very likely, if they are 
people like Collins they soon quarrel 
with their mates. All it needs is some 
personal altercation in which one 
gets called unpleasant names, if not 
actually roughed up a bit, and one 
becomes bitter. Or it could be that 


the ambition to become the ‘big 
noise’ in the party that Collins 
claims he was, but never was, leads 
to personal frustration and in due 
course to rebellion. 

Political movements of every 
kind attract a few people who 
become involved to compensate for 
their own personal inadequacies. 
When they don’t feel they’re apprec- 
iated as they think they deserve, or 
when they find the normal activity 
disciplines boring, they can just as 


readily turn against those move- 


ments and hate them with the same 
intensity as they previously suppor- 
ted them. This is the stuff of which 
treachery is almost invariably made 
— well described in the case histories 
of the numerous westerners who 
worked for the Soviet Union during 
the ‘Cold War’, well documented in 
Traitors by Chapman Pincher (Sidg- 
wick & Jackson, 1987). 

But the treacherous must always 
claim the high ground. They must 
always protest that their treason had 
noble motives — much nobler, indeed, 
than the people they betrayed. 
Collins’ testimony reeks of this kind 
of self-righteousness. Of course he 
didn’t do what he did because he 
was an inadequate who wanted 
attention. Of course he didn’t do it 
for money. He did it because he 
decided it was time to join the good 
guys! 

Observer journalists like Miss 
Boycott, who rub shoulders with 
riff-raff as well as with the mighty, 
can probably spot types like Collins 
a mile off. They know they are 
dealing with garbage, but so what? 
If garbage can be used in the anti- 
BNP cause, that is justified. They 
are prepared quite cynically to act as 
amplifiers for the hang-ups of such 
misfits and malcontents if it makes a 
story that sells copy and blackens 
their targeted political heretics. 

Such is our ‘free press’ in 2002. 
Should we feel greater contempt for 
Matthew Collins or Rosie Boycott? 
For this writer that’s an easy choice. 


The leader speaks 


“Tain Duncan Smith prom- 
ised yesterday to make the Con- 
servative Party more attractive 
to black and Asian voters. 

“After the first official 
meeting between a Conservative 
leader and Operation Black 
Vote, a pressure group, Mr. 
Duncan Smith said his party had 
‘not been careful enough’ about 
the way it was perceived among 
ethnic minorities. 

“He said: ‘I have made it 
clear already, and I will make it 
even clearer still over the next 
weeks and months, that we as a 
party do want to attract more 
black and Asian members...’ ” 

Daily Telegraph (26.2.02) 


Page 17 


Working with Sikhs: Caption of 
Nick Griffin and Ammo Singh 


“If he cannot be identified, it does not 
suggest much of practical value likely to 
come out of co-operation with the BNP.” 


Point 1: Much has come out of it already — 
the joint Hindu/Sikh venture with the party 
in producing an audio recording warning of 
the dangers of Islam led to substantial press 
coverage and added public awareness that 
the BNP is the only party warning of the 
Islamic danger. The West, especially under 
its present rulers, is — like it or not — ona 
collision course with the Islamic world, and 
this will inevitably lead to heightened 
tensions between Muslims living in Britain 
and everyone else. It is therefore very 
important to position the party in the public 
eye as being strongly opposed to the Islam- 
ification of Britain, and the publicity surr- 
ounding the joint recording helped substan- 
tially in that regard. 


Point 2: While Ammo Singh may be shy of 
the camera, others are not. Two other Sikhs 
who phoned Panorama offering to go on 
camera to explain why they supported the 
BNP’s stand against Islam were not taken 
up on their offer. Clearly the BBC can 
recognise a propaganda coup for the BNP, 
even if Mr. Tyndall cannot. 


Point 3: The ‘community grapevine’ is very 
strong among Sikhs and Hindus, and know- 
ledge of this co-operation is now wide- 
spread among them. We have direct 
evidence that this means that hostility to 
the BNP has declined as a result. Not having 
an activist stabbed is of course, by its very 
nature unquantifiable, but it clearly is a 
thing of practical value. 


The Ethnic Liaison Committee 


Point: This is a forum whereby non-Whites, 
who are not able to join the party, but 
nevertheless support aspects of BNP policy, 
are able to discuss ways of helping promote 
_the British National Party. There is no 
‘unofficial membership’ for those on the 
ELC. The fear that this will lead to non- 
Whites being allowed to join is groundless. 
Where this fear — although groundless - is 
real, it would be considerably less so if 
Spearhead did not seek to place the worst 
possible construction on the ELC and the 
thinking behind it. 


Mr. Griffin's statement that:- 


a“ 


. the BNP accepted that an all-white 
Britain was no longer a realistic policy 
target” and that we have to “make the best 
of the multi-racial society.” 


These points were made with precisely 
the same qualification that was accepted by 
John Tyndall when he accepted the BNP’s 
policy change in favour of voluntary as 
opposed to compulsory repatriation while 
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Non-Whites and the BNP 


NICK GRIFFIN 
answers Spearhead 


Following our commentary last month 
on the controversial issue of non-Whites 
being allowed to become members of the 
British National Party, BNP Chairman Nick 
Griffin has sent us his reply, which we are 
printing here. Mr Griffin’s statement is 
followed by a few observations from our 
Editor 


he was still leader. That is that, while we 
retain our desire for a Britain restored to its 
pre-1948 ethnic homogeneity, we recog- 
nise that this is a long-term target, and that 
undoing the multiracial society will be a 
long-term project, which can only practic- 
ally be carried out through encouragement 
and consent, rather than through the force 
which would lead to Britain being treated 
like Serbia and bombed flat by the ‘inter- 
national community’. While that project is 
under way, we will indeed have to “make 
the best” of things as they are. 


Salt in the soup 


1) “A little salt in the soup is OK. If you have 
soup without any salt it is frankly unpal- 
atable, and the salt makes the soup slightly 
more interesting. But if you put too much 
salt in the soup then it is horrible.” 


Point: This is a memorable and readily 
understood and agreed-with cooking anal- 
ogy, designed for journalists and the public, 
not a detailed policy statement. 


2) “I will continue to talk of ‘salt in the soup’ 
complete with the implication that a bit of 
immigration is better than none at all.” 


Point: This quotation has been taken dis- 
gracefully out of context from my article 
published in Spearhead a month earlier. The 
quotation should be read in the context of 
the whole article, and must be read in the 
context of the preceding paragraph:- 


“At a time when we only have some 25 
years to halt and reverse the present 
trend to national and racial extinction, it 
is absolutely vital that every single BNP 

~ member understands that ‘politics is the 
art of the possible’. ‘What can be 
achieved?’ is a far more sensible question 
than ‘What would we like to achieve in 
an ideal world?’ And it is a far, far better 
guide to our actions. That is why | will 
continue to talk of ‘salt in the soup’ 
complete with the implication that a bit 
of immigration is better than none at all, 
however many times Mr: Tyndall uses 
the phrase as a stick with which to beat 
me.” 


Getting rid of the ‘racist’ tag 


Point 1: The enemy definition of ‘racist’ is 
not one who recognises inherent differ- 


ences in human groups. The enemy defin- 
ition of ‘racist’ — and this is the definition 
understood by 98 per cent of the British 
people (including most of our own suppor- 
ters) — is one who hates those of another 
race, or who discriminates against those of 
another race because that person is a 
mindless bigot. 


Point 2: If some Spearhead readers are 
confused because the party will not allow 
non-white membership and yet at the same 
time can describe itself as ‘not racist’ then 
that is because they have not understood 
that society has moved on since the 1970s. 
Most racism in Britain is directed against us 
Whites. Whether it’s race attacks, or job 
discrimination (hiring or promotion), Whites 
are the victims. Since ‘racism’ is, in the 
brainwashed popular mind, a cardinal sin, 
we must increasingly present ourselves not 
just as non-racist, but as being actively 
against racism — anti-white racism! 


The Sunday Mercury report, which 
alleged that non-whites were to be 
allowed to join 


Point 1: The SM reporter was, as Spearhead 
reported, plainly told that non-Whites would 
not be able to join the party. This remains 
the case. 


Point 2: It is accepted that giving hypo- 
thetical answers to hypothetical press 
questions can often be, and in this case 
was, a mistake. There is no desire or plan to 
admit non-white members. The BNP is a 
British white peoples’ party and will stay 
that way. If this becomes legally imposs- 
ible, the entire membership will, of course, 
be balloted on any constitutional change 
proposed at that time in order to overcome 
the problem. It will be for them, and them 
alone, to decide, if the matter should ever 
have to be decided. 


Lending credence to 
the Sunday Mercury 


Point: It is not inconsistency which lends 
credence to the Sunday Mercury, which 
was chip-paper within two or three days in 
the West Midlands. The latest Black 
Country meeting was attended by more 
than 70 people, and our canvass returns in 
Tipton show support at record levels. 
Clearly, therefore, that paper’s lies have had 
no impact in the area where it is circulated. 
If the Searchlight-inspired fantasies of the 
Sunday Mercury have any credence among 
some party members, it is only because of 
the dishonest representation of party policy 
and pronouncements by John Tyndall, who 
feels that such scaremongering is to his 
own factional advantage. 


Mr Tyndall is clearly trying to imply that | 
have shifted the party’s ultimate aim 
without reference to the membership. This 
is not so. The aim — an all-white Britain — 


remains unchanged. What has changed is 
the way this is to be accomplished, in that 
the change to voluntary repatriation made 
under Mr. Tyndall was unanimously accep- 
ted at the General Members’ Meeting in 
March 2000, and hence is now party policy. 


It is accepted that some of the minority of 
those who backed Mr. Tyndall in the 1999 
leadership election harbour doubts. It is also 
a fact that the majority of these people will 
read Spearhead magazine. The corollary to 
that, however, is that Spearhead readers are 
being demoralised because of the constant 
barrage of criticism aimed at the party 
leadership in practically everything that it 
does, and as a result Spearhead-reading 
members are dropping out. Fortunately, this 
loss has been more than balanced by the 
large influx of new members, but it would 
be better still if Mr. Tyndall’s determination 
to build the case for his return to the top by 
spreading gloom and doom were not 
undermining the morale of some old hands. 
This is damaging for the party and ironically 
damaging for Mr. Tyndall, who is busily 
eroding his own support base! 


Nick Griffin affirming his ‘non- 
racist’ credentials by lunching with 
Rabbi Schiller 

Point: Rabbi Schiller is an Orthodox Jew 


who wishes to see all Jews emigrate to 
Israel, and who told me that he largely 


JOHN TYNDALL COMMENTS: It had been our intention in this 
issue, which immediately precedes this year’s local government 


accepts Prof. McDonald’s thesis that Juda- 
ism is an evolutionary strategy for group 
survival, which means that Jews tend to be 
subversive of Gentile societies. It’s a pity 
that Mr. Tyndall seems to think that’s a 
problem. 


To play on the superstition that all Jews 
are brilliantly clever deceivers who will con 
any Gentile with whom they have contact 
(which can be Mr. Tyndall’s only purpose 
for raising this obscure point) ill-behoves a 
man who allowed the BNP Book Service to 
stock books by ‘good’ Jews like Alfred 
Lilienthal and Maurice Samuel. He clearly 
felt they were ‘righteous Jews’, so why 
should Rabbi Schiller not be of similar 
standing? Schiller gave us £200 last year 
(the maximum permitted by law and, as far 
as | know, all he wanted to give). | clearly 
remember Mr. Tyndall being present at 
meetings in the 1970s when Jewish 
members of the National Front, which he led 
at the time, in particular Albert Elder and 
Gerry Viner, put money in the collection, 
and he never objected then. In fact, they 
used to be mentioned to journalists as proof 
that Mr. Tyndall and his colleagues were not 
‘anti-Semitic’. What’s changed, except that 
John Tyndall is no longer in charge? | 
assume that he hasn’t now concluded that 
anti-Semitism is a vote-winner among the 
ordinary public, even though it can on occ- 
asion be manipulated for personal advan- 
tage? 


What must be done 


Mr. Tyndall should accept the will of the 
membership and give the new leadership a 
bit of backing, rather than constantly 
looking for opportunities for sniping and 
griping. Mr. Tyndall had 18 years; | have 
had just two, in which time a great deal of 
progress has been made, although much 
remains to be done. 


It is semantic nonsense for Mr. Tyndall to 
pretend that Spearhead will criticise where 
‘thought necessary’, for it appears that 
Spearhead thinks that practically every 
action, pronouncement and initiative needs 
criticising, for the purpose of destabilising 
the party as much as possible. If this is 
unfair, then Mr. Tyndall only has himself to 
blame for this misapprehension. Why? 
Because these are the same tactics he used 
in the 1970s when he was deposed as 
Leader. It is also more or less what he said 
last year when he urged his supporters to 
wage “an energetic campaign” designed to 
win people round to the proposition that 
“Griffin must go.” This would be justifiable 
if the party were in crisis but, in fact, it’s in 
very good health — numerically larger, org- 
anisationally more sophisticated, more 
popular with the public, and politically more 
successful, than ever before. 
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the ruling of its National Directorate, not by my ruling, although 
under the Constitution as it then stood | was obliged to comply. 


elections, to exclude any items of news or comment which could 
be called ‘internally contentious’. However, as Mr. Griffin has sent 
us this article we are publishing it in accordance with our rule, 
stated on page 26 of last month’s issue, that Spearhead’s columns 
are open to people who wish to criticise its own writings or in 
other ways express disagreement with its editor. 


There are many things which could be said in reply to what Mr. 
Griffin has written, but we do not wish to prolong this argument 
indefinitely, and in any event | feel that most of his points have 
been answered adequately in my article ‘Fighting for an all-white 
Britain’, published in our December issue. 


| should say that it would have been better if Mr. Griffin had 
restricted himself to answering our criticisms concerning party 
policy and not casting aspersions on my and others’ motives for 
making them — something that | will not do in return; if we get into 
the matter of questioning each other’s motives, this could lead us 
onto ground which | am sure most of our readers prefer that we 
avoid. Let us just deal with the issues in dispute, and leave readers 
to draw their own conclusions, having heard both points of view. 


/ will just relate two brief points of fact with regard to the 
National Front in the days when | was its leader. The first is that 
the Jewish members of the party in the 1970s were admitted by 


Truth from the left 


“The war on terrorism is simply a euph- 
emism for extending US control in the world, 
whether it is by projecting force through its 
carriers or building new milittary bases in 
Central Asia.” 

PROF. PAUL ROGERS 
Dept. of Peace Studies 
Bradford University 


this site at:- 


Read Spearhead on 


the Internet! 
The best articles and news items 
published in Spearhead in recent 


months can now be seen on the 
Spearhead website. You can visit 


www.spearhead-uk.com 


The second point — much more important — is in reply to Mr. 
Griffin’s reference to the tactics | used in the 1970s when | was 
deposed as (NF) leader. Mr. Griffin has referred to this matter 
before, and | will answer it now as | did then. The man who 
deposed me, for a brief time, was John Kingsley Read. Read was 
revealed upon his death a decade later as an agent for Searchlight 
magazine — by no less an authority than Gerry Gable himself! | ask 
Mr. Griffin, as | asked him previously: what should | have done 
about Read — let him carry on? 


! will make two other brief points, which are: (1) The backing of 
Spearhead for the BNP under its new leadership has been 
consistent in that our magazine has continued to advertise the 
party, its activities, its book service and its two periodicals, 
notwithstanding that the latter sometimes fail to come out 
regularly and punctually. This advertising has not been 
reciprocated by the party, which continues to refuse to advertise 
Spearhead. We will continue with our advertisements, whether or 
not there is any change in party policy with regard to advertising 
Spearhead; (2) /f the BNP is numerically larger than ever before, 
this is very welcome news. | take it then that Mr. Griffin will 
therefore have no objection to staging an Annual Rally in the very 
near future, with a national mobilisation of members and 
supporters from all over the UK, to demonstrate this increased 
numerical strength. 


Listen to nationalist radio! 


Send large SAE for broadcast 
details to:- 


LIFE RUNE BOOKS, BCM Box 
6089, London WC1N 3XX. 
Internet: www.natvan.com & 
www.natall.com 
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Now for the good news... 


MORE WHITE WOMEN 
WANT TO BE: MOTHERS 


FEMINISM, always a socially and 
racially destructive movement, is 
meeting some very welcome resist- 
ance in just the quarters where resist- 
ance is most needed — among young, 
well-educated British women. Accord- 
ing to a report in the Sunday Times of 
the 10th March, more and more of 
these are coming to feel that, now 
feminist politics have rid women of the 
sense of compulsion to concentrate 
on being housewives and raising 
families, they nevertheless feel a 
strong desire to do just those things of 
their own choice. 

The writer of the report, Amanda Craig, 
said:- 

“Daughters of the 1960s and 1970s 

were so radicalised by the politics of 

feminism — the idea that a woman could 

do any job a man could — that they were 

perhaps a little too careerist. Daughters 

of the 1980s and 1990s look at these 


ILLUMINATI REVEALED 
ISBN 1 899435 56 5 


This 72-minute CD relates a Jewish 
account (by Myron Fagan) of the plan 
to create a global communist dictator- 
ship using the international banking 
system, eventually to operate through 
the United Nations (Global Govern- 
ment), the World Bank, the IMF and 
other ‘world’ organisations. 

Immigration and national debt are 
their weapons of national and racial 
destruction. 

Cynics and mockers of conspiracy 
theories will be stunned to hear that the 
closing stages of the plan include the 
promotion of a global war against 
Muslims. The final proof? This record- 

_ Ing is twenty years old. 
Everyone needs to hear this. Cost: £10 
each inc. p&p. 
Special Introductory offer; Buy a 
second CD or have it sent to a friend. 
Cost: £17 the two inc. p&p 
Order from:- 
Identity Mission, 221 Dorset House, 
Duke Street, Chelmsford, Essex CM1 
1TB, Great Britain. 
Please make Cheques/POs payable to 
Identity Mission. Don’t forget to 
include delivery addresses. 
All profits go to the promotion of our 
racial nationalist message. 
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women now — at how they had to put 
their femininity and desire to be mothers 
second to their career — and think twice 
about their priorities.” 


TOM NORTH reports 


an encouraging 
new development 


The writer then went on to cite an 


example:- 


“Clover Hughes was 25 when she 
became pregnant with her first child. An 
Oxford graduate, now 26, she was 
always certain she wanted to have 
children young. ‘I found the idea of 
putting a career before children quite 
strange,’ she says. ‘I look at friends in 
their late thirties trying to juggle career 
and children and see they’re compro- 
mising the latter. I’m very ambitious but 
a child is definitely more or as impor- 
tant.’ 

“Among Clover’s generation Bridget 
Jones is a warning: ‘I think there is an 
awareness of infertility problems that 
the older generation has. What I’ve 
done is becoming less unusual than it 
was five or six years ago.’ ” 


Miss Craig continued:- 


“This return to the more traditional role 
of women as nurturers is also reflected 
in The Red Tent, a publishing pheno- 
menon. When the novel came out in 
1997 it was hardly reviewed, but 
through word of mouth and women’s 
book clubs it has clocked up sales of 
1.7 million. It depicts women’s lives 
revolving around entirely domestic 
concerns, particularly caring for 
children, and has struck a chord 
worldwide. 

“Amber Trentham, an Oxford graduate 
who read English, had her son Noah 
when she was 24. ‘A lot of my peers got 
pregnant and had abortions, but | 


: FRIENDS OF SPEARHEAD 


Friends of Spearhead is a support group that has been formed for the purpose of 
ensuring our magazine’s continued survival. 

Members of Friends of Spearhead pay a subscription of a minimum of £10 a 
month, in return for which they may, if they wish, receive five copies of each monthly 
issue for redistribution (by whatever means they prefer). This subscription may be 
paid by cheque or direct debit, in which case our bank details will be supplied. 

In addition, Friends of Spearhead undertakes certain other promotions, details of 


which are advertised as they occur. 


We hope very much that our readers and supporters, not only in the UK but around 
the world, will rally to help us in this project. 
Friends of Spearhead can be contacted at PO Box 2471, Hove, E. Sussex BN3 4DT. 


decided not to,’ she says. ‘I wanted to 
have children young and many women | 
know regret having abortions. 
“*There’s a lot of social pressure for 
women to have a job and be financially 
independent, but on the other hand 
there’s the physical side. Being a 
mother is a huge assault on your body, 
and the idea of doing it when I’m ten 
years older is terrifying. And | wanted to 
raise my children myself.’ ” 


What is being described here is simply 
the inner call for a return to nature. The 


Clover Hughes with child: Oxford-edu- 
cated, she put motherhood before a 
career. 


feminist movement, while claiming to 
“stand up for women’, has only made 
millions of women deeply unhappy by 
pressuring them to opt for lives contrary 
to their deepest instincts. It should be a 
sign for great encouragement that more 
and more women, including many with 
the best genetic endowments, are now 
rejecting the feminist agenda and choos- 
ing to live as nature intended. 

It is good for the future of our race — 
and good for women too! 


Battleground UK 


The shocking increase in gun- 
related crime had scarcely been 
swept under Westminster's 
plush carpeting before the knife 
crime figures (including mach- 
etes and swords) were released. 
As might be expected, the Met 
area, where serious policing is 
now history, topped the league 
with a staggering 174 per cent 
increase, while elsewhere the 
norm was around 20 per cent 
up on the previous year. Couple 
this with the chilling news that 
every year 30,000 court cases 
collapse because witnesses or 
victims have been intimidated. 
Meanwhile the creaking system 
plays at pass-the-buck. The 
Government blames the police 
while the police blame the 
judges. That frame of mind is 
typical of Blair’s Cool Britannia 
and, of course, cures nothing! 
Britain's ills all stem from a total 
lack of firm leadership and the 
political will to tackle problems 
at the roots. 


Putting the fear 
of God into ‘em 


Within months we will be 
seeing one of the Government’s 
new inventions: uniformed 
Community Support Officers, 
empowered to use reasonable 
force to detain a suspect for up 
to thirty minutes while a real 
policeman gets to the scene. 
Additionally, they will be able to 
issue fixed-penalty notices for 
dog-fouling and to people riding 
bicycles on the pavement, while 
under-age children may find 
that their alcohol and tobacco 
are confiscated. The mind truly 
boggles! “Now, madam! Here’s 
a ticket for your dog’s poo 
which will cost you a tenner, 
and another because your kid is 
riding a bike unlawfully. But just 
stay put for a moment while | 
get that little blighter across the 
road to show me his birth certif- 
icate.” Or possibly we might 
have: “Look, I’m sorry that this 
charming young man called you 
a white bitch, but that was half 
an hour ago so, as no policeman 
has turned up, | can’t hold hands 
with him any longer.” Given 
what we read about the millions 
of pounds in unpaid fines levied 
by the courts, the fixed-penalty 
notices are, of course, a sick 
joke. And as for detaining some 
drug-crazed youth with ‘reason- 
able force’, can we honestly 
believe that these CSOs, being 
paid, we are told, some two 
thirds of a constable’s wage, 
are really going to risk life and 
limb in areas which the police 
have already given up the ghost? 


THE WAY WE | 
LIVE NOW © 


Some observations on contemporary society 
by JUNIUS 


Give us the guns! 

Now here are some statistics 
that Blunkett will not like. In the 
U.S.A. the states of New 
Hampshire and Vermont have 
the lowest crime levels in the 
country, and also the highest 
levels of gun-ownership. On the 
other hand, Washington DC is 
one of the most murderous 
places in the Union and has the 
most rigorous gun control laws. 
As Simon Heffer puts it, “For a 
householder to shoot a burglar 
in most states in the U.S. is 
regarded not so much as perm- 
issible as part of his civic - 
responsibilities.” 


Another stinker 


“Gibson, in what amounts to 
the John Wayne role, has rarely 
been worse than he is in this, 
wearing a rictus of increasing 
distaste which seems more 


TEDIOUS 
Gibson in Braveheart 


suggestive of dodgy on-set 
catering than the horrors of 
combat.” In the ordinary way, 
we would be intensely sceptical 
of any suggestion that Mr. 
Gibson might have made a film 
more tedious than Braveheart, 
but Tim Robey, reviewing We 
Were Soldiers for the Daily Tele- 
graph, is very convincing and 
witty, though not so hilariously 
funny as little Mel himself when 
he treats us to one of his 
‘serious-acting’ expressions! 
Looking to the future, we 
understand that Bombers over 
Baghdad - to be released in 
2005 and already tipped to pick 
up seventeen Oscars — ends 
with a spectacular shoot-out in 


which Mr. Gibson manages to 
blow away the entire Palace 
Guard single handed! 


A loose Canon? 

Courage to Love is a new 
collection of prayers for homo- 
sexuals. Foreign Office Minister 
Ben Bradshaw (himself one of 
them) believes it will “provide 
strength and inspiration for 
those who want to celebrate 
their God-given (sic) sexuality in 
the face of continuing rejection 
and hostility from Church 
leaders.” Canon Jeffrey John is 
a contributor and says: “The 
liturgy needs to bless gay relat- 
ionships, which are based on 
the same commitment as 
marriage.” One item prays that 
the next Pope “shall be young, 
coloured and gay.” Ah well! 
There’s no harm in asking. Now 
all we have to do is to watch 
out for the pink smoke!!! 


We will not argue 


During a recent speech, Chief 
Rabbi Jonathan Sacks warned 
that anti-Semitism was increas- 
ing in Britain and the rest of 
Europe. He said that Jews had 
been persecuted throughout 
history because they were 
different. “There is an instinct- 
ive human tendency to fear the 
stranger. Anti-Semitism should 
concern us all because differ- 
ence is natural.” With this we 
would heartily concur, but 
maybe here is an opportunity to 
clear up a slight misunderstand- 
ing. Whenever nationalists 
notice different racial character- 
istics and seek to discuss them 
intelligently, they are invariably 
castigated, not to say persec- 
uted. Could the Chief Rabbi 
perhaps explain the rules to us? 


A Spider’s Web 

Prior to the sweeping reforms 
introduced during the 19th 
century, voters in parliamentary 
elections were shamelessly 
bribed in order to gain their 
support for a particular faction. 
And, in a way, they still are 
when we have to acknowledge 
that the outcome of a political 


contest can depend on promises 
involving government expendit- 
ure on free or subsidised serv- 
ices, or on legislation seeking to 
promote what are perceived to 
be the interests of particular 
segments of the electorate; 
race relations provides a good 
example of this. 

But now we face a new 
danger which will put all our 
previous ideas about sharp 
practice in the shade. We are 
being told by Peter Hain, 
amongst many others, that 
Britain must embrace the single 
currency, so that we can be 
there, at the heart of things, 
protecting our own interests; 


that it will be fatal if we are left 


behind and out in the cold. 
What you never hear is that 
ours will be just one lone weak 
voice, with no power of veto, 
among twenty others, the 
majority of whom will be either 
dedicated to the super-state 
concept or in receipt of massive 
hand-outs and therefore willing, 
if not entirely happy, to go along 
with whatever ‘Big Brother’ 
puts on the agenda. Now that’s 
what we call bribery. 


But they've left the 


backdoor open 

While the headlines were 
telling us that the appeal of the 
so-called ‘metric martyrs’ had 
failed, journalist Christopher. 
Booker was taking a closer look 
at what Lord Justice Laws had 
actually said. In fact, the true 
legal position is that there is 
nothing in the European Comm- 
unities Act which allows the 
EU, or any of its institutions, 
including the European Court of 
Justice, to overrule our Parlia- 
ment unless that Parliament 
agrees to it. The learned judge 
went on to explain that with- 
drawal from the EU would be a 
simple matter of repealing the 
Act, which our Government is 
entirely free to do. Meantime it 
can, if it wishes, enact laws 
contradicting EU law, though it 
must state that this is the 
intention of such legislation. In 
a nutshell, Parliament, being 
sovereign, cannot abandon its 
sovereignty. This makes the 
struggle to reject the euro all 
the more crucial and, of course, 
Blair knows it. Once we surren- 
der our economic independence 
we are finished, and passing all 
the laws under the sun will not 
set us free. In the pubs and 
clubs, and over the garden wall, 
nationalists have a duty to 
explain to our British folk 
exactly what is at stake — surv- 
ival or extinction! 
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The Editor 
‘Spearhead’ 
PO Box 2471 
Hove 

E. Sussex BN3 4DT 


SIR: News that talks about the future of 
Gibraltar were recently held between 
Foreign Secretary Jack Straw and his 
Spanish counterpart, Josep Piqué, is 
alarming. That such talks have been taking 
place heralds the contemplated betrayal of 
our loyal Gibraltarian friends. According to 
Mr. Straw, “good progress” was made 
during the talks and a “comprehensive 
agreement” will be achieved this Summer. 

In its attempt to prepare public opinion 
here and in Gibraltar for this imminent 
sell-out, the Government proposes that 
Britain and Spain should exercise “shared 
sovereignty” over the Rock. Such an 
arrangement is a contradiction in terms and 
quite impracticable. The reality is that the 
Government is bent upon a policy of scuttle 
and surrender. 

Already the Government's action is 
beginning to undermine the long-standing 
loyalty and friendship of the people of 
Gibraltar towards Britain. Gibraltar’s chief 
minister, Peter Caruana, recently said that 
the British Government is trying to create 
“an atmosphere of inevitability.” He 
believes that the current talks are a “stitch- 
up in the making,” designed to hand over 
the colony's sovereignty. Precisely so. As a 
result, Gibraltar’s parliament recently app- 
roved a plan of constitutional reform 
intended to give the colony self-rule. In the 
circumstances who can blame them? 

Despite Mr. Straw’s promise that Gibral- 
tarians will be able to vote in a referendum 
before any changes are implemented that 
would alter the Rock’s status, the Foreign 
Office has issued a caveat indicating that a 
No vote would merely suspend any agree- 
ment, not invalidate it. (Incidentally, if the 
outcome of a referendum can be overruled 
by the Government, is there not a danger 
that it will use the same ploy to disregard 
the outcome of the promised referendum 
on the Euro if the result is not to its liking?) 

Gibraltar has been a Crown. Colony since 
the Treaty of Utrecht in 1713. Its people 
have been extremely loyal to Britain ever 
since, and they have no wish to be ruled by 
Spain. Gibraltar is British and must remain 
so. 

RONALD G.W. RICKCORD 
Newport Pagnell, Bucks. 


(EDITOR’S COMMENT: Whilst we can 
agree with Mr. Rickcord that our Labour 
Government is bent on a sell-out of Gibral- 
tar for the usual ignoble reasons, the 
colony does come into somewhat of a 
different category than, say, the Falkland 
Islands in that its people are not British by 
race but a mixture of Spanish, Portuguese, 
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Letters 


Genoese, North African and other stocks. 
We also have to ask ourselves whether 
their loyalty to Britain is a deeply felt one 
inspired by considerations of nationality or 
merely a pragmatic choice in accordance 
with perceived economic interest. 

The strongest reason for Britain holding 
onto Gibraltar has always been strategic: 
the Rock has provided an important naval 
base in times past. The question as to 
whether we should stay in Gibraltar in the 
future should depend on whether we 


' believe that, with the vast changes in war- 


fare and weaponry that have taken place in 
recent times, these same strategic consid- 
erations still apply. Spearhead hopes to 
examine this question more closely in later 
issues.) 


SIR: In an earlier issue of Spearhead one of 
your readers mentioned the Protocols of 
the Elders of Zion. The question about this 
document is: Is it genuine or a fake? Some- 
times in support of the latter theory a judge- 
ment of a court in Switzerland to this effect 
is cited. 

| would like to submit to you an excerpt 
from a book called Hitler contre Juda (Hitler 
against Judah) which is part of the Samiz- 
dat literature going about in Europe now- 
adays:- 

“But the Swiss editor appealed against 

the judgement, and on the 27th October 

1937 the Protocols were found gen- 

uine... Of course, the mainstream media 

in the world still continue to declare them 

a ‘fake’ set up by the police of the Tsar. 

The appeal judgement is loftily 

ignored...” 


Anyway, even if the Protoco/s had been 
drafted by an agent working for the Tsarist 
police, the least one can say is that this 
unknown writer was the most extraordinary 
visionary — he described accurately, one 
century ago, what is happening under our 
eyes. Compared with him, Nostradamus 
was an awkward beginner! 

JEAN-LOUIS PESTEIL 
Thionville, France 


SIR: Recently | received a leaflet from 
Bristol City Council advising people on 
voting rules for May’s local government 
elections. On the back are the same 
instructions in Urdu, Punjabi, Hindi, Gujer- 
ati, Bengali and Chinese. 

Now if the people to whom these 
instructions are addressed need to have 
them translated in this way, how on earth 
can. it be supposed that they know. enough 
English to understand what the issues in 
the election are all about? 

FRED TANNER 
Bristol 


SIR: | must disagree with Antony Milne’s 
article ‘Can Bush save the West?’ Although 
coherent, his conclusions on the motivation 
of NATO are flawed. 

NATO’s written constitution was to 
defend a member state if, and only if, it 
came under attack. Three recent examples 
— lraq, Serbia and Macedonia — have shown 
that NATO has completely overstepped the 
mark of this original mandate and has now 
become, in effect, the global policeman of 


the ‘New World Order’ — an argument dis- 
missed only a few years ago as the delus- 
ion of conspiracy nuts but now openly 
acknowledged by the likes of Bush and 
Blair. 

When Albanian terrorists and Serb police | 
units were battling in Kosovo, where was 
the attack (or even the threat of one) ona 
NATO state? The truth of the matter is that 
homogeneous white ethnic states will not 
be permitted in the NWO, and its enforcers 
are there to make sure that countries toe 
the line. The International Monetary Fund 
(IMF) put pressure in the late 1980s on the 
then Yugoslavia to ‘restructure’ its econ- 
omy, causing it to collapse. This led to the 
Yugoslav Federation disintegrating. NATO 
was then on hand a decade later to flatten 
Belgrade and finish the job. 

F. McALLISTER 
Feltham, Middlesex 


SIR: Congratulations to Spearhead for once 
again getting in first with ‘hidden’ news 
that later becomes revealed as authentic 
fact. | refer to your exposure in the August 
2001 issue of payouts by local government 
to polygamous families on the basis of one 
benefit payment for every wife. In your 
exposure you spotlighted a case in Black- 
burn, where a local resident had managed 
to get hold of a council leaflet advising the 
heads of polygamous (i.e. immigrant) 
families of their rights in this regard. 

At the time, we had heard of none of 
this in the mainstream media, but now the 
cat has been let out of the bag. In a report 
in the Sunday Telegraph of March 17th, 
what you had printed in Spearhead seven 
months previously was confirmed. A part- 
icular case came to light in West Wiltshire, 
where a local authority benefits question- 
naire for claimants said: “If you are legally 
married to more than one partner under the 
laws of a country that allows this, your 
relationship is called a ‘polygamous 
marriage.” A spokesman for the council 
told the S7 reporter that polygamists were 
entitled to claim £30.20 for each extra 
wife per week! The report went on to say 
that the S7 had discovered that local auth- 
orities had been catering for polygamists 
since the introduction of the Contributions 
and Benefits Act ten years ago, but it was 
the first time that the allowances had been 
drawn to the attention of the public. In 
other words, they've been hushing things 
up so as to avoid creating more ‘racism’! 
JOHN POOLE 
London S.E.9 


SIR: The EU is to be reformed “to make it 
more accountable to the people” (BBC 
Today). 

Whom are they trying to kid? The truth 
is that we, the people, have had more than 
enough of this preposterous pipe-dreamers’ 
expensive but useless castle in the air; and 
Prodi and his odious gang of Commissioners 
have at long last realised it. Consequently, 
they are now making a desperate attempt 
to shore things up before everything comes 
crashing about their ears. 

N.G. CHARNLEY 
Blackpool, Lancs. 


PUBLICITY MATERIAL 


Except where otherwise stated, the 
items listed below should be ordered 
from PO Box 20, Mansfield, Notts. 
NG19 6HP. Cheques/POs made payable 
to ‘Freedom Promotions’ . 


B.N.P. PUBLICATIONS 


BNP Activists’ Handbook 


This handbook is a comprehensive instruction 
course in all the essential techniques needed in 
pramoting and building the British National Party 
at local branch level, starting from scratch when 
the activist is entirely alone. This booklet is a 
mine of information that all activists, old and 
new, will find valuable in the quest to make their 
activities more efficient and effective. It is a 
‘must’ for everyone who wants to be more than 
just an armchair nationalist. The handbook is 
illustrated and runs to 71 pages. 

£2.00 post-free. 


Spreading the Word 


A handbook on propaganda designed to supple- 
ment the Activists’ Handbook. Illustrated, 
Spreading the Word runs to 60 pages and 
contains five sections:- (1) General Principles of 
Propaganda; (2) Recruitment; (3) Canvassing for 
Elections; (4) Speaking to the Media; and (5) 
Speaking from the platform and presentation of 
party meetings. Special attention is also given to 
dealing with enemy smears. 

£2.00 post-free. 


Freedom for Britain and the British 


The BNP’s Manifesto for the 1999 Euro Election. 
24 pages long, it covers all the key areas in which 
EU membership is undermining Britain’s tradit- 
ional freedoms. 
£2.16 post-free 


B.N.P. LEAFLETS 


Say ‘No to Muslim extremism! 


Spotlights the main danger from Islamic extrem- 
ists — not fanatics thousands of miles away the 
other side of the world but people here in Britain in 
our own midst, in our own communities. Price 
£8.00 for 1,000. 


Crime leaflet 

With soaring crime rates hitting inner-city, 
suburban and rural areas alike, this leaflet’s 
mixture of hard facts and humour should prove a 
winner all over the country. Price £8.00 for 1,000. 


Asylum-seekers leaflet 

Opposes the open-door policy for asylum-seekers 
that is allowing hundreds of thousands to flood 
into Britain each year and be given free homes 
and benefits. Price £8.00 for 1,000. 


Immigration leaflet 

Draws attention to the shocking figures that 
show Britons will be a minority in their country by 
2060. A real eye-opener. Price £8.00 for 1,000. 


Leaflet supporting Britain’s farmers 
Condemns destruction of the farming industry. 
Price £6.00 for 1,000. 


Postage rates for all the above leaflets are 
£6.50 for 1,000 and £7.05 for 2,000. Rates 
for larger consignments will be supplied on 
request. Address for leaflet orders and enquiries 
is PO Box 287, Waltham Cross, Herts. EN& 
82ZU. 


OTHER ITEMS 

Key rings 

BNP key rings with logo in red, white and blue are 
still available at just £1.50 each. Postage 40p per 


order (overseas £1.00) or free for orders of over 
£15.00. 


The Voice of 
Freedom 
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Freedom is the official newspaper of the 
British National Party. Retail price 45p. 
Sample copy 64p post-free. One-year 
subscription (British Isles) £8.65. For 
details of bulk rates and other inform- 
ation, write to: PO Box 1032, Woodford 
Green, Essex IG8 9GN. 


Flags 

The BNP has the following flags in stock: Union 
Jack; St. George’s flag; St. Andrew’s flag; Welsh 
Dragon flag; Ulster flag. All flags are priced at 
£6.00. These flags shouild be used to decorate 
party meetings. 


Lapel badges 

Official BNP badges all in red, white and blue but 
in different combinations. Union Jack badges also. 
Price £3.00 plus 40p p&p. 
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T-shirts 

These are illustrated: ‘United we stand’ (Flags of 
four British lands against map back- ground of 
British Isles); ‘These colours don’t run’ (with 
Union or St.George’s flag on mast); ‘I stand for 
justice’ (Goddess of Justice with scales against 
background of Union Jack); ‘St. George for England 
— April 23rd’ (with drawing of St. George and the 
dragon). These capture the very essence of British 
Nationalism and cannot be recomm- ended too 
highly. Only available. at present in extra-large 
size, all are in full colour. Price £10 each including 
p&p. Make cheques/POs payable to ‘Freedom 
Promotions’ and send to PO Box 20, Mansfield, 
Notts. NG19 6HP. 


Mousemats 
Round BNP mousemats now available at £5.00 
each. 


Anti-EU car stickers 

These 5”x3.5” stickers come in two styles 
(window or bumper). Please state which one you 
want. £1.20 each. 


PC-CDROM 

Issues 1-19 of Scorpion magazine now available 
for your PC at just £15.00. Usual orice £5.85 per 
issue, available only from Freedom Promotions. 


Freedom Promotions catalogue 

For a full list of books, badges, T-shirts, etc., 
send three first class stamps to PO Box 20, 
Mansfield, Notts. NG19 6HP. 


ALLIED PUBLICATIONS 


The Truth at Last 

Hard-hitting tabloid for American and other white 
race patriots. The Truth at Last is not a BNP 
publication but the topics are most enlightening, 
covered as they are with total freedom of speech 
and frankness. Send £5 note for trial six-month 
subscription to The Truth at Last, PO Box 1211, 
Marietta, Georgia 30061, U.S.A. 


Free Speech 

Written transcripts of the regular radio broad- 
casts made by Dr. William L. Pierce of the 
American National Alliance. Of interest to white 
people all over the world. Appears monthly. Send 
USS$5 for sample copy. Subscription rates to the 
UK supplied on request. Write to PO Box 330, 
Hillsboro, WV 24946, U.S.A. 
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FREEDOM PROMOTIONS (PHONE 0701 437 4137) 


P.O. BOX 20, MANSFIELD, NOTTS. NG19 6HP 


ANCIENT BRITAIN (James Dyer) £17.55. With 
over 130 illustrations and photographs, this book 
brings to life prehistoric Britain from the first 
occupation 450,000 years ago to the Roman 
invasion in 43 AD. A ‘must’ for enthusiasts of 
prehistoric agriculture, settlement. trade and ritual. 
1990 (rep 1995), 176pp. 

..AND THE TRUTH SHALL SET YOU FREE 
(David Icke) £16.30. A very individual and 
controversial study of the global financial and 
political é/ite. 1995, 474pp. 

ARTHUR’S BRITAIN (Leslie Alcock) £11.25. Con- 
vincing picture of life in our country between the 
4th and 7th centuries, when Celtic Britain was 
abandoned by the Roman legions to the Picts, 
Scots and Anglo-Saxons. 1971 (rep. 1989), 437pp. 
BABYLONIAN WOE, THE (David Astle) £20.00. 
A study of the origin of certain financial practices 
and their effects on the events of ancient history, 
written in the light of the present day. 1975, 250pp. 
BEGINNINGS OF ENGLISH HISTORY, THE (Dorothy 
Whitelock) £7.85. Describes Anglo-Saxon culture 
and organisation and relations with the Celts 
between the leaving of the Romans and the coming 
of the Normans. 1952 (this ed. 1991), 256pp. 


BELL CURVE. THE (Richard Herrnstein & Charles 
Murray) £28.85. This important book, which has 
aroused enormous controversy in the USA, deals 
with differences in intellectual capacity among 
people and groups. There is an examination of the 
theory that these could be accounted for by envir- 
onmental influences, and this is accorded the 
remarkably small amount of weight it deserves. 
1994, xxvi, 845pp. 


BIOLOGY OF THE RACE PROBLEM (Prof. W.C. 
George) £1.50. An academic destroys the myth 
of race equality by using scientific research. 7Opp. 


BOUND TO FAIL (Sundry authors) £2.50. A series 
of articles by various experts covering every 
aspect of Britain’s disastrous membership of the 
EU. 1987, 62pp. 


BRITAIN’S FUTURE: THE MEANING OF THE 
MAASTRICHT TREATY (Prof. Stephen Bush) £ 
1.85. A strong plea for British independence from 
the EU bureaucracy. 1990 (rep. 1993), 24pp. 


BRITISH, THE (M.I. Ebbutt) £3.40. Sixteen tales 
of myth and legend that shaped the British 
consciousness. Illustrated throughout. First pub- 
lished in 1910 (reprint 1996), 374pp. 

BY WAY OF DECEPTION (Victor Ostrovsky) 
£20.60. Elated to have been chosen and granted 
the privilege of joining the é/ite team of Mossad, 
the Israeli secret service, the writer soon learns 
that the organisation, with its twisted ideals and 
total lack of respect for human life, has turned the 
Zionist dream into a nightmare. 361-pp. 


CASE FOR DAVID IRVING, THE (Nigel Jackson) 
£13.75. A study of the organisations and individ- 
uals seeking to suppress the historian David 
Irving’s freedom to travel and communicate, and 
of the smear campaign against him. The book 
relates especially to Mr. Irving's efforts to get 
into Australia. 1994, xi, 208pp. 

CHURCHILL’S GRAND ALLIANCE (John Charmley) 
£22.80. A study of the Angle-.\merican relation- 
ship of 1940-57, showing the disastrous conse- 
quences of Churchill’s faith in US friendship. 
1995, xv,427pp. 

CHURCHILL’S WAR (David Irving) £20.80. The 
highly controversial story of Britain’s World War 
Il leader and the conflict in which he was at the 
centre. 1987, 591 pp. 

CHURCHILL: THE END OF GLORY (John Charmley) 
£31.85. This massive work follows David Irving 
in its raising of awkward questions concerning 
Churchill as a national leader, though the author 
is more moderate in his treatment of his subject 
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The prices given in this list include postal 
charges for dispatch within the British Isles. For 
postage applying to overseas orders, please write 
Jirst for information before ordering. 

Payment should be made in sterling only and 
should be enclosed with all orders. All cheques or 
postal or money orders should be made out to 
‘Freedom Promotions’ only, and should not be 
included in remittances sent to associated bodies 
for other items. Orders are likely to be dealt with 
more quickly if ‘Freedom Promotions’ is marked 
on the envelope. Please send all orders to our 
mail order address, which is:- 


Freedom Promotions 
PO Box 20 
Mansfield 
Notts. NG19 6HP 


E-mail: britishfreedom@hotmail.com 

New titles are marked * 

Please note this fact, which is of great import- 
ance: the books sold through Freedom Promot- 
ions are written by many different authors holding 
a number of different political and/or religious 
viewpoints, very few of them being in any way 
connected with Freedom Promotions’ parent org- 
anation, the British National Party. The party’s 
mail order book service distributes these books 
because it is felt that they fill important gaps in 
public information and understanding of vital 
national and international issues. This does not 
mean that all the contents of the books are repres- 
entative of the policies of the party. The party 
reserves the right to differ with some of the 
authors over some parts of their writings. 
ES ES Ses 6s ee 9S 
than is Irving. 1993, 742pp. 


COLLAPSE OF BRITISH POWER, THE (Correlli 
Barnett) £12.55. Vitally important book which 
shows how liberalism and lack of political realism 
brought about Britain’s 20th century decline in 
the political, industrial and military fields. A classic 
work by a mainstream historian, more relevant by 
the year! 643pp. 

COMMISSION FOR RACIAL EQUALITY, THE 
(Ray Honeyford) £36.35. The author, though 
sympathetic to multi-racialism, exposes the CRE 
and shows how it has a vested interest in 
depicting Britain as a society rotten with ‘racism’. 
1998, 313pp. 

CONSPIRACY OR DEGENERACY? (Prof. Revilo 
P. Oliver) £4.75. Text of alecture by the author, a 
brilliant classical scholar, to New England rally for 
God, Family and Country.1966, 76pp. 


CONTROL OF THE COMMUNICATIONS MEDIA 
———————-+» = 


The ancient 
origins of the 
present 
financial 
swindle (see 
this page) 


AND CONDITIONING OF THE PUBLIC MIND (Col. 
B.S. Tuner) £10.50. An updated version of articles 
appearing in On Target newsletter. Packed with 
facts about the ownership of the media and their 
political bias. 1992, 34pp (A4) . 
CONTROVERSY OF ZION, THE (Douglas Reed) 
£20.80. A best-seller in nationalist circles ever 
since its publication. A study of Jewish-Gentile 
relations since biblical times, packed with little- 
known and long-suppressed facts. 1979, 580pp. 
DEADLIER THAN THE H-BOMB (Leonard Young) 
£2.50. An important work on the international 
money power and its threat to the freedom of 
nations. The author was a distinguished RAF 
officer and active nationalist. 1992, 72pp. 


DISCRIMINATE OR BE DAMNED! (John Fairbanks 
Kerr) £9.30. An Australian author describes how 
anti-discrimination legislation in Australia, the UK 
and the US has resulted in absurdities and injust- 
ices. 1995, vii, 126pp. 


DISPOSSESSED MAJORITY, THE (Wilmot Robert- 
son) £19.35. This book has attracted world-wide 
attention, dealing as it does with racial problems 
in America (and not just between Blacks and 
Whites). A comprehensive introduction to the sub- 
ject very relevant to Britain. 1981, 613pp. 
ECOLOGY AND EVOLUTION (Edited by Prof. 
Roger Pearson) £10.00. Various authors explain 
the evolution of the races of mankind, why the 
family is the basic unit of all successful societies 
and why ethnically homogeneous nations are 
most in accordance with human nature. 92pp. 
ELEVENTH HOUR, THE (John Tyndall) Hardback 
£29.30; paperback £20.82. Comprehensive state- 
ment of the case for modern British Nationalism. 
A partly autobiographical account of the author’s 
origins, first political stirrings and subsequent work 
in building up the British National Party. A’must’ 
for all BNP supporters. First published in 1988, 
this is an updated edition published in 1998, 537pp. 
ENGLISH WARRIOR, THE (Stephen Pollington) 
£16.80.* An account from earliest times to 1066 
of the rites, social attitudes, mythology and 
mentality of Anglo-Saxon warriorhood. This illus- 
trated book is a ‘must’ for anybody interested in 
early English military history. 1996, 272pp. 


EN ROUTE TO GLOBAL OCCUPATION (Gary H. 
Kah) £9.95. A high-ranking government liaison 
official exposes the secret agenda for One World 
that even the most sceptical observer must take 
into account. 1991, 224pp. 

ESSAY ON THE RESTORATION OF PROPERTY, 
AN (Hillaire Belloc) £4.00. * In this classic book the 
author sets out a blueprint for a healthy economy 
based on well-distributed private property. 1936, 
78pp. 

EVIL EMPIRE, THE (Paul Hellyer) £6.00. How 
globalisation is destroying the economy of Canada 
and turning that country into just another US state. 
A mirror image of the situation in Britain. 1998, 
111pp: 

FACING THE ABYSS (A.K. Chesterton) £2.35. A 
graphic portrayal of our political and social life by 
one of the outstanding figures of post-war British 
Nationalism. 1976, 118pp. 

FRENCH REVOLUTION, THE (Nesta Webster) 
£17.25. Reprint of the classic that exposes the 
plotting behind the first great bloodbath of 
modern history. 1919 (reprint 1988) , 519pp. 
GLOBAL MANIPULATORS, THE (Robert Eringer) 
£7.00. The first comprehensive account of the 
structure and influence of the Bilderberg Group 
and the Trilateral Commission. A report of special 
interest to students of world affairs. 1980, 96pp. 
GREAT AMERICAN BETRAYAL, THE (Patrick 
Buchanan) £16.85. How American national sover- 
eignty and social justice are being sacrificed to 


the gods of the global economy. A powerful plea 
for national freedom and economic nationalism 
with great relevance to the UK. 1998, 376pp. 


HEREDITY AND HUMANITY (Prof. Roger Pearson) 
£10.75. Covers race, eugenics and modern science. 
A scholarly but eminently readable criticism of 
egalitarianism by the holder of a PhD in Anthro- 
pology. 1996, 162pp. 

HIDDEN MENACE TO WORLD PEACE, THE (James 
Gibb Stuart) £11.45. A well-known advocate of 
monetary reform deals also with secret politics, 
media censorship and the movement towards a 
‘New World Order’. 1993, 233pp. 

JEWISH HISTORY, JEWISH RELIGION (Israel 
Shahak) £13.00. An absolutely vita: book by a 
brave Israeli professor at Jerusalem University. A 
real eye-opener on Zionism. 118pp. 

KILLING OF THE COUNTRYSIDE, THE (Graham 
Harvey) £8.85. A former farming journalist des- 
cribes the havoc wrought by subsidised ‘agri- 
business’ on the environment of rural Britain, on 
the taxpayers and on the rapidly shrinking number 
of independent farmers. A truly shocking but 
important book. 194pp, 


LAST SECRET, THE (Nicholas Bethell) £9.00. 
The disgraceful story of how the anti-communist 
Cossacks were forcibly handed over by the western 
allies to Stalin for slaughter between 1944 and 
1947. 304pp. 


LEMMING FOLK, THE (James Gibb Stuart) £9.25. 
A witty and factual examination of current 
attitudes and intellectual fashions that are threat- 
ening our future. 1980, 246pp. 


LOOKING FOR THE LOST GODS OF ENGLAND 
(Kathleen Herbert) £5.45.* Sifting through royal 
genealogy, charms, verse and various other 
sources, the authoress finds clues to the names 
and attributes of the gods and goddesses of the 
early English. 1994 (rep 2000), 64pp. 
MABINOGION (Translated by Lady Charlotte E. 
Guest) £2.90.* These 12 Welsh prose tales written 
in the Middle Ages, but thought to date back to 
the dawn of Celtic civilisation, are a masterpiece 
of European literature. They are sure to delight 
scholars, students, lovers of myth and legend and 
general readers. 1997, 209pp. 

MAMMON VERSUS GOD (Dr. Kitty Little) £1.50. 
The author exposes usury and argues that the 
international banking system is an enemy of Christ- 
ianity and western civilisation. 1993, 30pp. 
MANY SHADES OF BLACK (John Bean) £9.45. 
Political autobiography of one of Britain’s leading 
nationalists of the 1950s and 1960s. The writer 
describes the major developments in the patriotic 
movement in those times, together with his own 
assessment of the issues over which it was 
sometimes divided. 252 pp. 

MY AWAKENING (David Duke) £18.85. Perhaps 
America’s foremost nationalist political leader of 
the present day, the author gives an account of 
his background, his political development and the 
stirring campaigns in which he has fought, 
including the one that resulted in his being elected 
to the Louisiana Legislature. 1998, 717pp. 
NAMELESS WAR, THE (Capt. A. Ramsay) £9.10. 
An outline of the secret history of the events 
leading up to the Second World War. First pub- 
lished 1952, 128pp. 

NATURAL LAW OF RACE RELATIONS, THE (Laszo 
F. Thomay) £8.60. An examination of racial ten- 
sions in a number of areas, showing that they are 
based not on hate nor bigotry but on natural univ- 
ersal laws. 1993, 145pp. 


NEW UNHAPPY LORDS, THE (A.K. Chesterton) 
£12.75. An exposure of the financial powers that 
seek to dragoon mankind into a global police state. 
1972, 288pp. 


ORIGIN OF THE ENGLISH NATION, THE (H. 
Munro Chadwick) £ 15.40. An account of the 
origins of the Saxons, Germans, Jutes and Danes 
following their invasions and migrations, with 
relevant maps. 1983, 233pp. 


A glimpse 
into the 
world of 


secret 
politics 
(see this 
page) 


ONE WORLD, READY OR NOT? (William Greider) 
£11.25. Subtitled ‘The Manic Logic of Global 
Capitalism’, this book demonstrates the threat 
posed by the global economy to the economies 
and societies of individual nations by currency 
transfers and the shifting of production to low- 
wage countries. A demolition of fashionable econ- 
omic dogma by a mainstream author. 1997, 582pp. 


OTHER SIDE OF DECEPTION, THE (Victor Ostrov- 
sky) Hardback £20.00; Paperback £8.95. In this 
sequel to By Way of Deception, the rogue agent 
exposes Mossad’s secret agenda and tells the 
truth about the death of Robert Maxwell and the 
near-assassination of George Bush Snr. 300pp. 


PEACE-WEAVERS AND SHIELD-MAIDENS (Kath- 
leen Herbert) £5.45.* Shows how women played 
a major role in early English life in both peace and 
war. It relates the impressions they left in Britain 
and on the Continent, how they were recorded in 
early English chronicles and how they came alive 
in heroic verse and jest. 1997, 64pp. 
PHILOSOPHY OF NATIONALISM, THE (C.C. 
Josey) £ 11.60. An eminent scholar argues that 
civilisation is based on ethnically homogeneous 
nations. 1923 (rep. 1983), 227pp. 

POPULISM AND ELITISM (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£4.75. A study of the purpose and function of 
political power and the elements that have wielded 
it in the 20th century.1982, 101pp. 

RACE (J.R. Baker) £25.00. The author, a pro- 
fessional zoologist for 50 years, provides an 
objective and scholarly account of what race 
means and how the concept has affected human 
thinking. 1974, 625pp. 

RACE, INTELLIGENCE AND EDUCATION. £1.00. 
Produced by a group of nationalist teachers in 
reply to an NUT race-mixing booklet. Packed with 
facts and cogent argument. 1979, 20pp (A4) . 
RACE AND REASON (Carlton Putnam) £5.00. A 
plain, unemotional account of the race issue that 
has been an invaluable contribution to the debate 
for many years. 1961 (rep. 1977), 125pp. 
RACES OF BRITAIN, THE (John Beddoe) £18.85. 
Reprint of a scholarly work on the Celts, Saxons, 
Vikings and Normans, with information on related 
peoples of Europe. 1885 (rep. 1983), vi, 273pp. 


RELIGION AND THE RACIAL CONTROVERSY (H.B. 
Isherwood) £ 1.00. The author uses and quotes the 
Bible to defend racial separation. 1970, 16pp. 


RESPONSE, THE (Sir James Goldsmith) £7.25. 
The author answers the critics of his previous book, 
The Trap, and explains point by point why they are 
wrong. 1995, 203pp. 

REVOLUTION FROM THE MIDDLE (Dr. Samuel 
Francis) £7.35. A series of incisive essays arguing 
that white patriots should adopt insurgent rather 
than conservative strategies to defend their culture 
and values. Although it is written for Americans, 
this book contains many invaluable lessons for 
British Nationalists also. 1997, 250pp. 

ROTTEN HEART OF EUROPE, THE (Bernard 
Connolly) £11.55. A former official of the Euro- 
pean Commission exposes the lies and deceit 


involved in the establishment of the Exchange 
Rate Mechanism (ERM) and the dangers involved 
in European monetary union and European feder- 
alism. 1995, xviii, 427pp. 


SECRET SOCIETIES AND SUBVERSIVE MOVE- 
MENTS (Nesta H. Webster) £15.95. Using a 
great mass of evidence, this book shows that 
there is some secret and directing influence behind 
the subversive movements of modern times, as 
well as of the past. Its conclusions cannot be 
shaken by offhand denial. 1924, 419pp. 
SHOCKLEY ON EUGENICS AND RACE (Prof. 
Roger Pearson) £15.00. 22 of Prof. Shockiey’s 
original articles on race, eugenics and dysgenic 
trends in western society. 1992, 300pp. 
STANDARDBEARERS. £7.50. Subtitled ‘British 
Roots of the New Right’, this is a collection of 
essays on 20 political and cultural heroes for 
British Nationalists, showing that we do not have 
to look abroad for inspiration in such matters. 
1999, 176pp. 


SURVIVAL OF BRITAIN, THE (Brian B. Monahan) 
£9.25. A series of articles from the Social Creditor 
dealing with political and economic threats to 
Britain’s survival. 1971, viii, 124pp. 


THIS AGE OF CONFLICT (Ivor Benson) £3.20. A 
superb exposure of the illegitimate power struct- 
ures that exist in today’s world. A glimpse ‘behind 
the scenes’ of international politics by a 
renowned expert. 1987, 61 pp. 


THUS SPAKE ZARATHUSTRA (Friedrich Nietz- 
sche) £9.20. A doctrine of racial progress towards 
the development of the Superman. This edition 
1969, 343pp. 

TRADITIONALISTS’ ANTHOLOGY (Elizabeth 
Freeman) £10.00. A collection of extracts and 
snippets from many writings of mostly non-liberal 
authors. Ideal for looking up useful quotes. Written 
from a Catholic viewpoint. 1984, 171 pp. 

TRAP, THE (Sir James Goldsmith) £9.25. Enig- 
matic businessman defends the concept of the 
nation-state and points out the perils of global free 
trade, particularly with the Far East. 1994, 216pp. 
TREASON AT MAASTRICHT (Rodney Atkinson 
& Norris McWhirter) £10.00. A complete and 
detailed exposure of the illegal and unconstit- 
utional action of the Tory Government of John 
Major in signing the Maastricht Treaty. 1994, 
123pp. 

TREASON AT WESTMINSTER (Dr. Kitty Little) 
£1.25. A look at how organisations infiltrate the 
Government and Parliament to further their own 
interests, dealing specifically with those on the 
extreme left. 1986, 25pp. 


TRUTH OUT OF AFRICA, THE (Ivor Benson) 
£5.25. Describes the effects. of the ‘Wind of 
Change’ in Africa and the agencies responsible 
for the plight of that continent today. The writer 
once worked as a public relations adviser to lan 
Smith. 3rd ed. 1995, xv, 92pp. 

VENTILATIONS (Wilmot Robertsonl £4.50. The 
sequel to the same author’s widely acclaimed The 
Dispossessed Majority. Revised edition 1982, 
113pp. 


WORLD COUPD’ETAT IS PLANNED, A (Dr. Kitty 
Little) £1.25. An update and new dimension to 
Treason at Westminster, this book explains how 
the European Union is just another step towards a 
one-world state. 1997, 16pp. 


ZIONIST CONNECTION, THE (Alfred Lilienthal) 
£22.85. Sensational and courageous expose of 
Zionist power politics by a non-Zionist Jew who 
got into a great deal of trouble with his co- 
racialists as a result of this work. 1982, 904pp. 


ZIONIST FACTOR, THE (Ivor Benson) £11.50. A 
study of 20th century history, covering such 
events as the Bolshevik Revolution, the origins of 
World War Il, the creation of Israel and the relation- 
ship between communism and capitalism. One of 
the very best books for those seeking an under- 
standing of the modern world. 1992, 205pp. 
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Left goes berserk over BNP election challenge 


IN SOUTH LONDON, opponents of the British 
National Party have been going completely crazy 
over the party’s challenge in the coming local 
government election in Lewisham, where 
candidate Barry Roberts has been conducting a 
very active campaign. Various anti-BNP groups 
coalesced last month to organise a ‘protest’ 


meeting at a church in Downham, where the party 
will be standing. 

The promotors of the meeting were almost 
entirely members of various ethnic minority 
groups, banding together to call themselves the 
‘Lewisham Anti-Racist Action Group’. It was no 
surprise that they managed to book themselves a 


BLACKPOOL MEETING 


| 


BNP North Western organiser Chris Jackson is seen here speaking at a recent meeting of 
the party’s Blackpool Branch. He spoke about the progress in the region since the general 


election. 25 members were present and the collection raised £110. 
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church premises (St. Barnabas Church in Down- 
ham Way) for the meeting — ministers of the 
church today will almost always be found on the 
side of aliens in Britain and against their own kind. 

The meeting was promoted energetically as a 
‘mass rally’ against the BNP, and there was an 
attempt to mobilise leftists from all over South 
London and beyond to pack it out. In the event, 
with some 80 in attendance (including a few BNP 
supporters) it was something of a flop, despite the 
billed attendance of two MPs, Bridget Prentice 
(Lab. Lewisham East) and Simon Hughes (Lib- 
Dem. Southwark). 

The local BNP in response quickly put out a 
leaflet to local electors attacking the impertinence 
of the party’s opponents in questioning its right to 
contest a democratic election. The leaflet was 
headed ‘Democracy under threat’, and it said of 
the BNP candidate: “Whether you agree with 
Barry’s agenda or not, surely you believe (he)... is 
entitled to contest elections. 

In the event, the anti-BNP hysteria only drew 
additional public attention to the BNP campaign 
and further outraged the locals against the left. 


The Eleventh Hour 


The Eleventh Hour has been described as the 
‘Bible’ of the British National Party. First pub- 
lished in 1988, the latest (1998) edition has been 
updated to take in the many new developments on 
the political scene occurring since. Written by the 
founder of the British National Party, John 
Tyndall, the book gives comprehensive coverage 
of all the major current issues affecting Britain. It 
delves into the ideologies of liberalism, conser- 
vatism and the left, and also examines that of 
British Nationalism and its background. It contains 
extensive analyses of the British economy and 
political system. It looks at issues connected with 
freedom and order, the mass media, the environ- 
ment, race and immigration, Northern Ireland, the 
Commonwealth, foreign policy and defence. It 
also gives a detailed outline of the development of 
the BNP and its predecessor organisations in 
Britain. 

The Eleventh Hour runs to 537 pages. It is 
partly autobiographical, giving an account of the 
author’s origins, early political awakening and 
subsequent life’s work. 


Price: Hardback £25.00 plus £4.30 p&p; 
softback £17.50 plus £3.32 p&p. Please 
make out cheques to Albion Press and 
send to PO Box 2471, Hove, E. Sussex BN3 
4DT. 


JOHN TYNDALL 


The book you | 
must read if 
you want to 
find out what 
John Tyndall 
and the BNP 
stand for 


BNP bids for council 
seats on May 2nd 


On the British National Party’s website 
the party has announced that next month it 
will be making its biggest push yet in local 
government elections in order to win seats 
and get its candidates elected. The website 
has revealed the main policies on which the 
party will be fighting nationwide — although 
in individual areas there will be additional 
policies addressed to specifically local 
issues. The main policies are shown here:- 


® HOUSING 


Run-down sink estates must be regen- 
erated, and the quality of housing must 
be brought up to a decent level. BNP 
councillors will lobby vigorously for local 
British people to be given priority on the 
housing waiting list — before bogus ‘asylum- 
seekers’ and other newcomers. We 
shouldn’t house outsiders while our own 
people have to sleep rough. While we 
support the right of individual tenants to 
buy, we oppose the privatisation of council 
housing and will work to reverse the 
privatisations Labour have already 
forced through. 


® CRIME 


Elected BNP councillors will push for 
greater police numbers in our neighbour- 
hoods. We need police officers on the beat, 
not wasting time filling out forms or going 
on expensive ‘racism-awareness’ courses. 
BNP councillors will push for a policy of 
‘zero tolerance’ for criminal offenders. Even 
if the police and courts won’t take effective 
action, we will ‘name and shame’ repeat- 
offenders and press for the eviction of drug 
dealers and estate wreckers. We will cam- 
paign for the reintroduction of corporal 
punishment, such as birching for vandals 
and anti-social petty criminals. The 
families of anti-white racist thugs should 
face eviction. 


® SPENDING 


Elected BNP councillors will call for a 
halt to all further expenditure that doesn’t 
directly benefit local British people. 
Liberal-left politically correct pet projects 
aimed at promoting multi-culturalism must 
be stopped. All grants to ethnic minority 
organisations must be halted, and the money 
saved poured into projects for improving 
life for local British people or cutting council 
tax. BNP councillors will press for the 
establishment of fully staffed youth clubs 


offering a wide selection of sports and 
recreational activities to keep youngsters off 
the streets and out of trouble. Spending 
must be strictly controlled and reviewed 
regularly and efficiently, and unnecessary 
bureaucracy must be rooted out. We will try 
to cut council tax whenever possible. We 
will oppose any proposed sell-offs of muni- 
cipally-owned properties such as parks and 
playing fields. 


® ENVIRONMENT 


The BNP will ensure that waste-disposal 
services run regularly and efficiently. We 
will encourage the largest possible use of 
recycling. Road maintenance must be com- 
pleted as quickly as possible to avoid con- 
gestion of traffic. Town planning proposals 
will be supported only if they reflect a truly 
British character. Harsh penalties will be 
introduced to combat litter and ensure a 
clean and healthy environment. We will 
strive to improve the quality of parks and 
conserve and enhance the natural envir- 
onment and ecological balance in parks. 
We will refuse planning applications on 
green-belt land and will direct new con- 
structions onto recycled brown field sites. 
We will strive to conserve natural features 
and keep the air, land and water within each 
borough free from pollution by monitoring 
the environment, controlling the release of 
pollutants and by taking action against those 
who create pollution. We believe that “the 
polluter must pay.” 


@ ASYLUM-SEEKERS 


BNP councillors will oppose the influx 
of ‘asylum-seekers’ and ‘refugees’, and 
will refuse to lavish money on these econ- 
omic migrants. We believe that the money 
the council raises through tax should be 
spent exclusively on local British people to 


SPEARHEAD SUPPORT FUND 


Income from the sales of our magazine is not enough to cover full 
production and administrative costs. We therefore rely on regular donations 
from our supporters so that we may remain solvent. 

Also, because of the controversial nature of the opinions expressed in 
these columns, it is impossible to induce wholesale distributers to handle 
the magazine. Hence our need for additional financial support. 

Please send all contributions to Spearhead, PO Box 2471, Hove, East 
Sussex BN3 4DT. Please note that receipts are not normally sent for 
donations of less than £10 unless specifically requested — in which case an 
SAE would be much appreciated. Thanks. 


provide quality services for them. By halting 
all further expenditure on ‘asylum- 
seekers’, we will be in a position to make 
substantial council tax cuts or to increase 
spending on services — and we’ll ask 
council tax-payers which they want. 


® SERVICES 

Elected BNP councillors will call for a 
boost in spending on public transport 
and local services to make up for years of 
Labour and Conservative cuts. The council 
must do its bit to promote local tourism and 
local heritage. We believe that the funda- 
mental purpose of local government is to 
provide decent services for local people, not 
to employ council bureaucrats or make 
profits for private companies. BNP councils 
will sack overpaid senior executives 
whose departments let down local resid- 
ents. 


The website concludes with the message 
that:- 

The Labour, Conservative and Liberal 
Democrat parties have let this country down. 
They have allowed crime to run out of control. 
They have wasted £billions of our money on 
‘asylum-seekers’. They sold our freedom and 
independence to Europe. They have allowed 
the destruction of our industrial base and 
refused to combat unemployment by pro- 
tecting British industry. They have allowed a 
world-class health service to degenerate into 
a sick joke. They have left generation after 
generation without a decent education. They 
have turned this country into a mess. This is 
why you should use your vote for a party that 
will solve the problems of this country. One 
that will put the British people first every 
time. By voting for one of the other parties, 
you will be wasting your vote. By voting for 
the British National Party, you won't just be 
voting for better services, you'll be ensuring 
a better future for your children and grand- 
children. 
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A GLIMPSE AT 
OUR FUTURE 


This is not a picture of a school group in Pakistan, in which a white girl has somehow got herself in the 
middle. This picture was taken at the Alexandra Park Junior School in Oldham, Lancashire. The white 
girl is only white youngster in a school of 277 pupils! 

Her expression shows that she’s making the best of it. Of course, at her age she cannot be expected 
to understand the full implications of her position. Perhaps when she gets older she'll become more 
aware, and realise how the politicians are betraying her future. 

But to any adult person concerned with what kind of a country we are handing down to our young 
folk, such a picture ought to be horrifying. It shows what is happening to many of our towns and cities — 
towns and cities in which the native people of Britain will have no future at all unless something is done 
to reverse the flood of immigrants. Of course, the youngsters around her are innocents too — just the 
victims, as she is, of the politicians’ folly. None of the major political parties want to do anything to stop 
this; on the contrary, all of them are accomplices in what is happening. The British National Party alone 
is prepared to do something! 
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Bntish National Party, wnte 
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Tel. 0700 900 2671 


You can make a photocopy of this page or use a plain piece of 
paper if you don’t want to cut up your copy of Spearhead. 
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